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bility of furnishing market prices of cotton, corn, wheat, live
stock, and dairy products by radiophone to the farmers; with
amendments (Rept. No. 1064). Referred to the House Cal-
endar,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr, O’'CONNOR: Committee on Naval Affairs. 8. 1690. An
act to correct the military record of John Sullivan; with an
amendment (Rept. No, 1063). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House. ;

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. WRIGHT : A bill (H. R. 11886) authorizing the ac-
ceptance of the proposal of Henry Ford for the completion and
leasing of the dams and hydroelectric plants at Muscle Shoals
and for the purchase of nitrate plant No. 1, nitrate plant No.
2, the Waco Quarry, and the interest of the Government in the
Gorgas Warrior River steam plant, all in the State of Alabama,
dated May 31, 1922; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 11887) providing for loca-
tion, entry, and patenting of lands within the former Uncom-
pahgre Indian Reservation in the State of Utah, containing
gilsonite, or other like substances, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 11888) extending jurisdiction
gf the Mississippi River Commission ; to the Committee on Flood

ontrol.

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 11889) providing for the sale
and disposition of lands within the former Uncompahgre In-
dian Reservation in the State of Utah containing gilsonite or
other like substances; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of the Legislature
of the State of Maryland, urging the passage of House bill
10734 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comierce.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CHINDBLOM : A bill (H. R. 11890) granting an in-
crease of pension to Charles Wilson ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

By Mr. FITZGERALD : A bill (H. R. 11891) granting a pen-
sion to Ella H. Candy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 11892) granting & pension
to Laura M. A. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 11893) for the relief of
Marion F. Wade; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11894) for the relief of Thomas R. Pow-
ers; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HAYS: A bill (H. R. 11895) granting an increase of
pension to Willlam H. Hayes; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to
John L. Williams; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. KUNZ: A bill (H. R. 11897) for the relief of Ovid
Lemieux and Joseph M. Caulfield ; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 11898)
granting an increase of pension to Caroline Kinsloe ; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 11899) granting a pension to
Sylvester Condon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WURZBACH : A bill (H. R. 11900) for the relief of
First Lieut. Claude L. ' Gamble, Quartermaster Corps, United
States Army; to the Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

5881. By the SPEAKER (by request) : Resolutions adopted
by the twenty-ninth convention of the Brotherhood of Locomo-
tive Firemen and Enginemen, assembled in Houston, Tex., rela-
tive to the proposed steps to be taken by the Government re-
garding Alaska ; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

5882, By Mr. BARBOUR : Petition of Poplar Grange, No. 359,
Porterville, Calif., urging the election of farmer stockholders as
officers of the Federal land banks; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

5883. By Mr. BURTON : Evidence in support of House bill
11875, granting a pension to Alice L., Byers; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

5884. By Mr. CLASSON: Petition of John O. Miller and
others, of Mariette, Wis,, for the establishment of a Jewish
igi?nnl homeland in Palestine; to the Committee on Foreign

airs.

5885. By Mr. DUPRE: Resolutions of Order of Eastern Star,
Grand Chapter of Louisiana, in behalf of the Sterling-Towner
bill; to the Committee on Education.

5886. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of F. L. Dunne & Co.,
Boston, Mass,, protesting against paragraphs 1109 and 1110 of
House bill 7456 ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

GR87. By Mr. HAYS: Petition of Fred Stuart, of Ava, Ao,
and 86 other citizens of Douglas County, in favor of passage of
Senate bill 3310 and House bill 7213; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

5888. By Mr. JAMES: Resolution adopted by the Presbytery
of Lake Superior at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., indorsing Senate
Joint Resolution 31, relative to enacting uniform Iaws on the
s::bject of marriage and divorce; to the Commitiee on the Judi-
ciary.

5889. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of Commercial Standards
Council, New York City, urging the passage of House bill 10159 ;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5890, Also, petition of Devoe & Raynolds Co. (Inc.), New
York City, relative to paragraph 62 of House bill 7456; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

5801. By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska : Petitlon of sundry
citizens of Seward, Seward County, Nebr., protesting against the
passage of House bill 9753, or any other Sunday bill; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

5892. By Mr. RIDDICK : Petition of residents of Dodson and
Gallatin County, Mont., urging passage of the Towner-Sterling
bill; to the Committee on Education.

5803. Also, petition of veterans of the Spanish-American War,
Bridger, Mont., urging that adjusted compensation bill be
amended to give bonus to Spanish War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

5804. Also, petition of farmers of Aloe, Power, Emory, Enid,
and Fairfield, Mont.,, urging the revival of the United States
Grain Corporation; to the Committee on Agriculture,

5895. By Mr. SNYDER : Petition of Immanual Congregational
Church, West Winfield, N. Y., protesting against a treaty which
will return the Armenians to unrestricted Turkish control; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5896. By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: Petition of Mr. B. Blue-
stone and Mr. I. B. Williams, Rison, Ark., favoring adoption of
a resolution for establishment of the national Jewish homeland
in Palestine; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5897. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of citizens of Norristown,
Montgomery County, Pa., favoring the Bursum bill ; to the -Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

5808, Also, resolution passed by the Pennsylvania State Cham-
ber of Commerce at its annual meeting, October 11, 1921, favor-
ing the adoption of the amendment to the Constitution of the
United States concerning nontaxable securities; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

5800. By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Resolutions adopted by the
Hecla Commercial Club urging the passage of the Sweet bill,
relative to State railway commissions; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

5900, Also, resolutions adopted by the Aberdeen Commercial
Club, favoring the passage of the Sweet bill, relative to State
railway commissions; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

5901. By Mr. WOODYARD:; Memorial relative to completion
of river improvements in the Ohio River; to the Conmumnittee on
Rivers and Harbors ;

SENATE.

Moxpay, June 6, 1922. .
(Legislative day of Thursday, April 20, 1922.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m,, on the expiration of the
recess.
THE TARIFF,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana obtained the floor.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll
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The reading clerk-called the roll, and the'following Senators
answered to their names:

Borah Frelinghuysen McKinley Smoot
Brandegee Gooding McLean Sterlin
Cameron Hale McNary ! Butherland
Capper Harris Nelson Swanson
Caraway 'Harrison "Newberry nsen
Colt Heflin Nicholson Underwood
Culberson Johmson Oddie Walsh, Mass,
Cummins Jones, N. Mex, P’hfe Walsh, Mont,
Curtis Kello, Phipps Warren

Dial Kendriek Pittman Watson, Ga.
Dillingham ‘Keyes Rawson Watson, Ind.
Fdge Ladd Sheppard Willis

Ernst La Follette Shortridge

France ‘MeCumber ‘Simmons

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I wish to announce the necedsary ab-
sence, on account of illmess, of the Senator from Florida [Mr.
Frercuaer]. 1 ask that this notice may continue during the day.

Mr. CURTIS. 'I'desire to state that the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr, JoxEes] is absent on official business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-four Senators have answered
to their names. ‘A guorum is present.

‘Mr, WATSON of Indiana. I have agreed for a moment or
two to yield to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoOLLETTE]
to call up a couple of resolutions in which he is interested and
which he assures me will take no time for debate,

NAVAL OIL RESERVE LEASES,

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of Senate Resolution 204, I
am certain it will lead to no debate and that it can be disposed
of immediately,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu-
tion for information,

The reading clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. La
(ForrerTe and reported from the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows:

Resolved, That 8. Res, 282 is hereby :amended by adding at the end
of said resolution the folowing :

“ That the said committee is hereby authorized to sit and perform its
duties at such’ times and pl as it 4 ry or proper -and to
r&nrjulre the attendance of wit by 'subp 8 or oth ; to re-
:guire the produnction of books, papers, .and documents; and to employ

‘counsel, experts, and other assistants, and stenographers, at a cost not
exceeding ‘$1.25 per printed {B:fe. ‘The chairman of the committee, or
any member thereof, may administer ocaths to witnesses and sub-
penas for witnesses; and every person ‘duly summoned before coni-
mittee,..or any subcommlittee thereof, who refuses or fails to obey the
process-of sald committee or a rs and refuses to answer questions
ertinent to sald investigation shall be Fun.lshed as preseribed by law.
The ex of said investigation shall be paid from the eontfngent
fund of the Senate on vouchers of the committee or subcommittee,
gigned by the chairman:and approved by the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the te.”

Mr, WARREN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator which
committee will conduct the investigation?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys is to carry on the investigation. This is an amend-
ment to the resolution directing the investigation regarding the
leasing of certain naval oil reserves and especially the Teapot
Dome in Wyoming,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate
consideration of the resolution?

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and

-agreed to.

PRICES OF CEUDE OIL 'AND GASOLINE,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I now ask unanimeus consent for the
present consideration of Senate Resolution 295. I will take a
moment to state that it is an amendment to the resolution in-
troduced by the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. MocKELLAR]
directing the Committee on Manufactures to make an investiga-
tion inte the prices of crude oil and gasoline, I introduced
the present resolution as an amendment to that resolution and
had it referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con-
tingent Expenses of the Senate. It was reported back favor-
ably on Saturday, and I now call it up and ask for its present
consideration. °

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent,
and agreed to, as follows:

- ]}]h!mhmi, That Benate Resolution 292 is hereby amended to read as
ollows :

“ Regolved, That the Committee on Manufactures, or an
mittee thereof, be, and it is hereby, authorized and instructe
tigate and report to the Senate as early as possible—

“ First. The stocks of crude oil, gasoline, and other. petroleum prod-
ucts at refineries or elsewhere in the United Siates.at the end of each
aﬂmhrmr the years 1920, 1921, and 1922, and the holders or owners

ereof.
** Second. The prices of érude oil, gasoline, and other petrélouwm prod-
ucts during the several months in said years and thelr relations to each.
“ Third. Whether or not the recent increases or other recent changes
In the prices of gasoline or of other petrolenm products have been

subeom-
to inves-

A\

made generally or mniformly by all eom nie; and wirether: ther

he?‘n Fl;z:ll.'tkhed %%cal d-lﬂﬂ'ée;enroes in th? pr!c?l: ctl;an’m ‘made, MEave
3 e pro of companles rel and marketin trol

;%2511-3 United States for the years 1920, 1 21, .-and | the: nl:elhr:l!eu:;

* Fifth, Whether there is any natural reason for the chan of
prices of crude oil, gasoline, and of other petroleum products, or
whether there has been any nnderstan or agreement between various
oil companies to raise or depress | prices, -or whether there are any
conditions of ownership or control of oil properties or of refining and
marketing facilities in the industry in any part of the country or branch
of “the business which prevent -effective. mm%etltion.

7 Slﬁth'm .i\nga :l;ﬂnuch fac:‘g as benrlupon t edrecent changes In prices
crude 0 oline, ‘or other troleum products or upon any ‘oth
of the foregoing matfers. 353 i " e
‘ The said committee is hereby authorized to sit and perform its
duties at such times and places as it deems necessary or proper and
to require the attendance of witnesses by subpenas or otherwise ; to
require -the  production  of books, papers, and documents ; to employ
counsel, experts, and other assistants: and to cmgloy stenographers,
at-a cost not exceeding $1.25 per ‘prin ge. The chairman of the
committee, or any member thereof, may administer oaths to witnesses
and sign subpenas for witnesses; and every rson duly summoned
before eaid committee, or any subcommittes ereof, ‘who réfuses or
fails to obey the process of said committee, or appears and refuses to
answer questions pertinent to said investigation, shall be punished as
resceribed by law. The urmses of said investigation ghall be paid

m the ‘contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers of the committee
‘'or- subcommittee, signed by the chairman and approved by the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate.”

FROPOSED MERGER OF STEEL' COMPANIES,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
4 communication from the Federal Trade Commission relative
to the proposed merger of certain steel companies, in response
to Senate Resolution 286. The communication will be referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary and printed.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, ihe communication just
laid before the Senate is very short. I had an opportunity to
see it, and I ask to have it read. It will take but g few
moments.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, T would like to
proceed. Can not the lefter be read later on? I have already
yielded pretty well to my friend.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It would take not to exceed 10 minutes
to read it, but if the Senator is anxious to proceed I will wait
until he has concluded, and then T shall take the floor and read
the communication into the REecorp.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I will be obliged to the Senator if
he will do that.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Very well,

THE TARIFT,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the eon-
sideration of the bill (H. R. T456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. ;

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, there were two
courses open to the Republican members of the Finance (fom-
mittee with reference to the discussion of the pending amend-
ment, and whichever course was chosen we were bound to De
more or less at a disadvantage from the beginning because of
the ability and the insistence ‘of the opposition.

One course was to refrain from debate. “We had been led
at the beginning to believe that our friends, the enemy, did
not intend that this bill should' be passed until a short time be-
fore the election. We still' believe that. So if we Indulged in
debate we but played into their hands, and, in a ‘sense, helped
to filibuster our o bill. Believing that this measure when
passed and placed in operation would justify itself, we chose
the opposite course and determined to refrain -almost wholly
from debate; but, having chosen that course, it was not! free
from difficulties, for the reason that Senators mpon the other
side insisted upon asking guestions of the chairman of the
Committee on Finance, the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
McCuaser], and the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Sxoor].
Thus pressed with questions, those Senators could not fail to
respond, because if they had chosen such a course they would
have been charged either with ignorance or with mendacity or
with purposely declining to debate the great proposition for
which they, above all others, stood as sponsors on this fioor.
So it svas not altogether possible for them to refrain from de-
bate. They felt compelled to answer guestions, and therefore,
later on, to explain items and schedules of the bill, This, of
course, has all taken time; and yet it is quite evident that
this bill is not to be passed until shortly before the elections:
and it is my present view that our friends will permit it to be
passed then.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana
¥ield to the Senator from Ohio? !
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Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I do.

Mr, POMERENE. As one Member on this side of the Cham-
ber, I certainly shall not consent to a filibuster; but in view of
the fact that the discussion of this bill began on April 20, 1922,
and we have now been, perhaps, six weeks in the discussion,
and this gide of the Chamber is charged with a filibuster, and
in view of the further fact that the House of Representatives
began consideration of the bill on January 6, 1921, and it took
from January 6, 1921, until April 11, 1922, to get a report from
the Finance Committee, let me ask the Senator in all candor,
Is he quite fair when he charges Senators on this side of the
aisle with a filibuster and an effort to delay? Might we not
with more force charge Senators on the other gide with being,
perhaps, guilty of some sinister purpose when they have taken
this long time to get the bill into the Senate?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, that is a fair
question from a fair-minded man, and I shall be very much
pleased to answer it.

In the first place, everybody knows that all revenue legisla-
tion must originate in the House of Representatives, and that
after the internal revenue tax bill had been passed by the
House of Representatives and brought over here it was the
unanimous verdict of the country and the consensus of opinion
in the Senate that the consideration of the tariff bill should be
temporarily suspended by the Finance Committee wuntil the
internal revenue legislation was out of the way. We followed
that course, and, as I now look back upon it, I think wisely.
Of course, it took a great deal of time to formulate the revenue
measure and it took a great deal of time to pass it through the
Senate. Immediately after that the consideration of the pend-
ing measure was resumed by the Finance Committee.

That committee labored assiduously and unremittingly from
9 o'clock every morning until 5 o'clock or 530 o'clock every
evening in the consideration of the measure. We found un-
toward conditions; we found unusual situations; the com-
merce of the whole world was in a chaotic condition; values
were uncertain; costs were changing; prices were shifting.
We labored as no other commifiee has ever labored within
my knowledge of legislation to get at the real facts, to find
the basic truths. After we had thus labored we brought forth
this bill, which I believe under all the ecircumstances to be the
best balanced tariff bill in all respects that has ever been
introduced into the American Congress.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, there is room for an honest
difference of opinion on that subject. I agree with the Senator
from Indiana that Senators on the other side of the Chamber
have had very great difficulty in coming to a conclusion; I
judge from what has been said on the floor of the Senate as
well as from what has been said to me by individual members
of the Finance Committee in private conversation that Repub-
lican Senators have had very great difficulty among themselves
in coming to a conclusion; but allow me to suggest that the
difficulties which confronted my distinguished friend from
Indiana and his associates also confront the Members on this
side of the Chamber. If it took the majority of the Finance
Committee all these long months to give birth to the bill
which is now before us, it seems to me that a reasonable time
at least ought to be allowed the Senators on this side of the
Chamber, who are just as sincerely patriotic as are Senators
on the other side of the Chamber, to discuss and consider
the bill.

I have judged from some of the things that have been said
by certain Members of the Senate that, in the judgment of
a few of them, Senators on the other side of the Chamber
have a monopoly of all the brains and all of the honor and
all of the integrity which is in the Chamber. I am not re-
ferring, of course, to my distinguished friend from In-
diana on that branch of the subject. It does seem to me,
however, that we on this side ought to have at least -a fair
opportunity to discuss some of the questions involved in this
measure.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I shall not make
reply to the last insinuation of my friend, but as to the first
part of his interrogation, which is worthy of reply, I desire to
say that the able Senator from Ohio is a lawyer, and what he
wants to do is to have as much time to argue the case as it
takes to get the evidence before the jury. That is never done,
and never ought to be done. Senators on the other side of the
Chamber spent four days discussing the tariff rate on vinegar
and three weeks in discussing the chemiecal schedule.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana
yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I yield.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not desire to get into any
partisan debate this morning; what I, want is to get through
with the business of the Senate; but I desire to remind the
Senator from Indiana that the subcommittee of the Committee
on Appropriations worked on the Army appropriation bill for
six solid weeks all day long. There was a great difference of
opinion among members of the committee, including the major-
ity members themselves. Nevertheless we worked hard and
reported to the Senate a bill carrying over $300,000,000 and
involving a number of questions that would have ordinarily,
perhaps, taken weeks to discuss in a legitimate manner, and we
got that bill through the Senate in less than half a day. The
reason the bill was passed through the Senate in that time
was because the minority members of the committee were try-
ing to get through with the business of the Senate in a short
time.

I do not know any Senator on this side of the Chamber who
wants to filibuster. So far as I am concerned, and so far as
the Senators who I hear discuss the question are concerned, we
want to get through with this bill. If it is a good bill, as the
Senator from Indiana says it is, he ought to be glad to have all
the discussion which can take place on it, in order to let the
counfry ascertain how good a bill it is. For my part, I think
it is the worst tariff measure that has ever been thrust into the
Senate. I think we ought to discuss it, but I am not willing to
filibuster, and the Senators on this side are not willing to fili-
buster, and it seems to me Senators on the majority side ean
have very little argument to use in favor of the measure when,
instead of defending the bill, they come here and charge that
we are indulging in a filibuster, when the Recorp shows that
we are not.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana., Mr, President, the instance cited
by my friend from Georgia recoils upon him and destroys his
own argument. For six weeks the Committee on Appropria-
tions labored with the Army appropriation bill. It was a
measure of vast importance and contained a large number of
items and appropriated a great sum of money, but it was not
partisan, and it was, therefore, passed in a day.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I yield; but I am going to quit
yielding, because I will not get through to-day unless I do.

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to say that in the preparation
of the Army appropriation bill both Democratic and Republican
members of the committee were present; they participated in
the deliberations of the committee in the consideration of the
bill, whereas the preparation of the pending tariff bill was con-
fined to the majority members of the committee when it came
to writing the bill, and the Demoeratic minority were not per-
mitted to come in,

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. There never has been a tariff bill
in the entire history of tariff legislation since the beginning of
the Civil War, and even before, that was not formulated pre-
cisely as the pending bill has been formulated, by the members
of the majority, because, being a partisan question, they have
the right to formulate it along partisan lines and to express
the party thought and opinion in the bill. That ig precisely
what we have done.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr, President, before the Senator
from Indiana quits allowing interruptions, will he not allow
me to ask him a question?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I certainly shall.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Is it true, as has been rumored,
that the Finance Committee heard the same delegations repre-
senting the same manufacturing interests again and again and
thus killed time? 2

Mr. WATSON of Indiana., It is not true.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. I would not have asked the ques-
tion if I had not been told so by the leader on the other side.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Well, we are all leaders over
here, and, of course, I do not know to what leader the Senator
from Georgia refers.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia.
not lead.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Perhaps we do not lead as Demo-
crats are led; but we get on in mass formation and we always
run over the other fellows when the day of battle comes,

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. They have not been doing it very
much here of late.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana.
does fairly well,

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator means that they
are now trying to run over the people by this bill, I presume.,

That is the reason why they do

A majority of ‘7,000,000 votes
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‘Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I desire to refer
briefly to the difficultieg which confronted the members of the
Finance Committee when the consideration of the bill was
begun in the Senate. As I have said, we could choose one of
two courses: One was to decline to debate in order to insure
the passage of the measure; the other was to debate, and
therefore play into the hands of the opposition, who, we be-
lieved then and believe now, do not intend that this bill shall
pass until shortly before the election. I believe as firmly as
I am standing on my feet here that if this were now the 1st
day of October the opposition to the passage of the bill wonld
melt into nothingness and that we would be permitted to put

it through,

+ The reason is this: Up to this time the opposition has had
the newspapers. The forces which attack always get the ear
of the newspapers, The other side may or may not, but cer-
tainly the side attacking is heard where the side that defends
may not have a hearing. So up to this time those who have
attacked, the assailants of the measure, have taken up most
of the time of the Senate and have occupied most of the space
in the newspapers. Therefore they have gotten their side of
the controversy before the people. If there be something of
misinformation about it and something of misunderstanding
about it, it behooves us to correct it, notwithstanding some lit-
tle time it will take to do it.

Senators, we all go back—those of us who are old enough
personally and those who are not old enough go back, tradi-
tionally—to 1800, when the MeKinley bill was passed just a
month before the election.

We all know the result fo the Republican Party and to the
great leader himself, Mr, McKinley. We remember the tactics
that were pursued by eur Democratic friends in that campaign,
and if an opportunity is given they intend now to do the same
thing, for they do not propose to give this measure a chance
to justify itself by actual operation in the United States. We
recall that they went over McKinley's district, and that they
sold tin cups, or attempted to sell them, for 50 cents apiece,
and coffeepots for $L.50 to $2 apiece, and wash boilers for from
$5 to $6 apiece, and when questioned about such outrageous
prices they said, “ Well, this is the result of the McKinley
tariff on tin which your candidate for Congress has put on that
product in his tariff bill.” My friend over there smiles, but
he knows that just as well as he knows that I am talking
ahout it, and I was in the district at the time and campaigning
a8 a young man and saw it myself, and I know its disastrous
effect; and yet what was the final result? The final result
was, a8 the world knows, that within five years we were mak-
ing in the United States all the tin that we consumed in the
United States. We had literally picked up that industry in
Wales and transported it over to the United States. We were
employing American laboring men and paying them a higher
wage than was ever pald in Wales, and investing American
capital, and adding to the thrift and prosperity of the Amer-
ican people. That is what happened. In other words, that bill
did not have a chance to justify and vindicate itself in the
eyes of the people.

What was done in 1800 is precisely what our friends on the
other side intend to do to-day. If they believed that this bill
is as vicious and as illogical and as inequitable and as un-
American and as immoral as they say it is, they would get out
of the way and let us pass it in the next 15 minutes, with one
roll call. There is not a shadow of doubt about it on earth.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana
?ield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I do.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Does the Senator from Indiana
mean to say that smiles upon this side should be put on the
tax list?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I have listened to
the speeches made on the other side with very much interest,
though not with grave concern. I have heard them all before,
During the last four or five days I have taken oceasion to run
back over the fariff discussions beginning with 1824, again in
1828, and in 1832, and on up to 1840, and then the tariff bill
of 1846, then the McKinley law, and then the Payne-Aldrich
law. I could lift bodily the speeches made in many of these
debates and place them in the Recoro of to-day and attribute
them to Senators on the other side, and I would not miss five
sentences in most of the speeches made—precisely the same
charges, precisely the same prophecies, precisely the same pre-
dictions, and all with the same inevitable result. Six times in
the history of the United States free trade has dissipated ounr in-
dustries, paralyzed the arm of labor, and put capital on crutches,

and six times the protective tariff system has resuscltated our
Industries and brought prosperity to a stricken people; and
the same speeches were made on the other side every time, ami
they are being made to-day. '

In 1897 we passed the Dingley law, and the Dingley law was
the highest in its rates of any law we ever enacted in the his-
tory of the country. Under the McKinley law the average ad
valorem was 47.72 per cent. The average fres and dutiable was
25.17 per cent. Under the Dingley law the average ad valorem
was 4’(.:8 per cent; the average free and dutiable was 26.18
per cen

Under the Payne law the average ad valorem was 41.21 per
cent, 6 per cent less than under either of the previous laws, and
the average free and dutiable was 20.13 per cent, 6 per cent less
than under the Dingley law, and 5 per cent plus less than under
the McKinley Iaw. So under the highest law ever passed in the
history of the United States, my fellow citizens, we prospered
as no other people ever prospered in all the recorded history
of time, and we came out of a condition as deplorable as any
nation had ever known; for the administration of Grover
Cleveland, with its free trade bill, cost this country more in the
loss of wages and more in the decline of prices and more in the
shrinkage of values than the Civil War in America, with all
the loss that it entailed upon the people and upon the indus-
tries of the Republie.

I want now for a little while to show what some of our Dem-
ocratic friends at that time said was going to happen under
the operation of that bill, precisely the words used now, exactly
the language employed now, talking about a higher bill than we
propose here, for the rates in that bill were higher than those
we propose in this bill; and oh, the dismal tales of woe, and oh,
the direful prophecies, and oh, the freezing terrors that were
going to grip the Republic if that awful law was fastened upon
the helpless people of the Nation! Just the same old wail and
the same old prophecy, always singing in a minor key, like an
owl that sits on the limb of the dead past and hoots the same
old dismal hoots that have been hooted for 150 years of Amer-
ican progress.

Senator Vest said—and he was some orator and some states-
man, just as dead wrong on this tariff question as the mother
that stands on the bank of the Ganges and throws her babe in
to appease the wrath of some nonexistent god. What did he
say about it? He said:

I plead, of course, to deaf ears, so far as this Chamber is concerned,

I wish our friends on the other side would come to that same
conclusion now. ;

I plead, of course, to deaf ears g0 far as this Chamber is concerned,
and [ have not the gift of special dpmphecy: but I tell my friends on the
other side, continue this thing and you will repeat history as it occurred
after the act of 1890. There is an ingtinct of fair play and right in tha
American people which will not tolernte this sort of illogical, Inde-
fensible, and outrageous taxation.

Doeg not that have a familiar sound?

If any Senator can tell me why, with the existing conditions, thia
duty upon tin plate should be increased, I shall be more astonished than
I have ever been in my whole political career,

We all know why it was increased. It was put on and then
decreased under the Democratic law, and it threatened to de-
stroy the industry in the United States, and we put the tariff
back on and saved it, and it has marched on from that day to
this-as a living monument to the wisdom of a protective-tariff

system,

Senator Caffrey, of Lousiana, had this to say, expressing the
awful fears that seized and gripped his terrified sounl:

Sir, the Republican Party went to defeat under the hlgh tariff of 1800.
That was but a skirmish compared to the battle that to be in 1900,
Then will come the Waterloo of Republicanism, The Napoleon of the
tariff can then meditate on the ingratitude of the Republie, and the
blindness of them who fail to see the blessings of paying somecbody
else a part of their money to make them rich,

8ir, the industries that have flourished in the United States are
those grounded on natural advantages. Our wheat and cotton and corn
never needed and can not prosper er a tariff

Think of a man making a statement of that kind in the light
of all that has transpired under that law and under the opera-
tion of every other protective tariif.

-1t is so of the leading manufacturing industries, iron, cotton, wool,
and wood,

Why, my fellow citizens, I stop long enough to say that but
for the imposition of a tariff these industries never would have
been established in the United States. We put on a tariff to
establish the iron industry, we put on one to establish the steel
industry, and the cotton-manufacturing industry, and the woolen-
manufacturing industry, and the tin-plate industry, and the
pearl-button industry, They and all these other indus(ries have
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been established in the United States in the first instance be-
cause of the imposition of a protective tariff, and would not
have been established aside from that, because they mever
could have met the withering and the blasting competition of
the pauper labor of Europe but for the impesition of a pro-
tective tariff.

Senator Allen said:

Mr. President, I want to see the bill pass.

There was a man that had the logic of the sitnation. He was
willing to follow it to its direful conclusion, and wanted it
tested. 1 wish my friends on the other side were so frank now.

I want to see the bill pass. I want to see it pass as

ssible. In my Judgment it will be theéignntic failure o

t will fall ghort of producing revenue. though its purpose is
said, I want to see the great body of honest American citizens who
believe there is somethiug in the tariff issue to learn by bitter experi-
ence, if they .cm}' not learn otherwise, that the tariff is a delusion and

a enare. *
ursue then, but I belleve, and I

1 do mot know what course 1 ghall
believe the American people are baco nﬁ daily convineed, that the bill
ed,

will be a fallure the moment it is adopt

I shall not stop to give you the history .of that just now, for
I want to go on and recite others of these prophecies, I trust
for vour interest, if not for your . 5

Senator Chilton of Texas said:

The bill, under the guise of levying taxes, is to be made a great in-
strumentnfttx of protection. In my judgment, it will fall by its own
weight., It will fall as the McKinley law fell whenever it comes to the
test before the American people and they learn its results by actual
experience.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Yes; I yield.

Mr. HARRISON. Will not the Senator read to us what he
said in advocacy of the Payne-Aldrich tariff law?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Yes; and what I said came true.
It was all fulfilled.

Mr. HARRISON, It came true to the extent that yeur party
was turned out of power for passing the Payne-Aldrich bill.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Not by reason of the passage of
the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill at all. Other things led to the
overthrow of the Republican Party in 1912, temporarily. Un-
fortunately, I was there when it happened, and I know that
the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill did not have anything to do
with it.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Benator from Indiana
further yield?

Mr. WATSON of Indisna. Yes.

Mr. STANLEY. As I understand it, the Senator means to
state that his party was guilty of a multitude eof other sing be-
sides the passage of the Payne-Aldrich bill, and that this in-
dustrial crime alone was not responsible for the discomfiture
of his party?

Mr. WATSON -of Indiana. No; I am not going to Kentucky
to raise any standard of either sin or virtue, I will say to my
friend across the river. I am not going to talk about that,
What I am saying is this. I intend no reflection.

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President, I do not expect the SBenator
to come to Kentucky., Those who love darkness rather than
light never seek it; and an Indiana Republican will always
keep away from Kentucky until a power higher than any party
organization has cleansed his political soul and made him fit
for the better Democratie life in old Kentucky.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. And from Kentucky! [Laugh-
ter.] Good heavens, think of that!

Senator Mills, of Texas, who himself was the author of a
tariff bilf, used this language:

Do you think there is mo hereafier? 7

I have heard that question asked on the other side four or
five times in this debate.

‘Wait until the swallows homeward fly.
doors are always open, and we will Invite you to meet us there, If
the people of the United Btates indorse your doctrine and the poli
that you write on the statute books to-day, they are not fit far mltz
government,

And yet for 125 of the 145 years .of the history of this Nation
we have operated under the protective tariff system, but this
man had the audacity to say that if we adopted the protective
tariff system the people were not fit for self-government, I
continue reading from that speech:

Nor will they do it, either. They will br to account, ,
the %la':es thatylmow some of you {o-da_y wil;}gkm yo‘:nn: momt'hgrng

after forever.
our pearls away Taster than our ememies cam gather

We are castin,
them. We are turning dead ears to the woices that come to ms from

fly. There s a tribunal whose

wor class of men.

Massachusetts and Virginia that our Government js for free men, for

the preservation of our natural rights, for the security of our hap?l-
ness and well-being, and not for the profit .of any one man, or family,
Our ghip Is driving upon the rocks, and unless we
seize the helm and chenge its course, the historian will emerge from
the darkness to write the melancholy pages of the decline and fall of
the great American Republic,

Think of a man making an assertion of that kind about the
passage of the Dingley bill, which absolutely worked wonders,
as everybody knows, in the history of the United States—
industrially, commercially, and financially. Not only that, but
it brought our Nation, numbering less than .one-twentieth of
the population of the globe, to that high position among the peo-
ples of the earth where -we owned one-half of all of its rail-
roads, two-thirds of all its telegraphs, and three-fourths of all
its telephones, while we did one-third of its mining, one-fourth
of its manufacturing, one-fifth of its agriculture, and owned
one-sixth of all its wealth. Yet this man said it would bring
despair to the people and usher us into the oblivion of decay.

On page 1671 of the Recokp, Senator Gorman, of Maryland,
not a noviee, by the way, in political affairs, expressed himself
in this fashion :

The country -will understand i#t. The country will understand per-
fectly that this great scheme :of prosperity, this great measure of relief,
adds tenfold to the taxation on the cousumgltnn of every man of mod-
erate means in the land while there is nothing here that attempts to
approach the ideal—making men pay for the support of the Government
in proportion to their wealth, The whole system is nnequal and unjust,
The people's verdiet will be that of 1892,

Senator Tillman, then in his prime, gave forth this tribute to
the protective-tariff system :

The time will come when the tariff will sink you Republicans, be-
canse Wgt can not give prosperity under any scheme of duties that yon
may enact,

Senator Morgan, of Alabama, a very great leader and a very
great statesman, was seized with fear for the downtrodden in-
dustrial masses, who were going to he the sufferers, and prophe-
sied panic, disorder, and distress to follow in the wake of the
passage of that bill. He said:

But after a while, Mr. President, this t]lhlfl is going to , becanse
the other people who are not ?rovh’!ed for, the . great industrial masses
of this country, will not be able to earn enough to pay these bounties,
and depression and cnlamity will take place in the wountry ; panic will
appear in the commercial and financ marts, .and this bil will pro-
duce it. Causes now exist sufficient to produce it, but this bill will
agegravate it; and after bill has bad its first reviving effect upon
these so-called industries of manufacturing. ete., when the reaction
comes in this country, there is no man, I think, who has bestowed his
fhoughts sedately upon guestions forecast in his mind that this country,
by virtue of this political tariff, Cesigned by a political party, is bound
to suffer panic, disorder, and distress,

Senator Jones, of Arkansas, the predecessor of my very dear:
friend from Arkansas, who on Saturday evening delivered him-
self of a philippic against the pending measure, said:

Yon can mnot make the people rich by taxing them, and you can not
make them prosperous %y making them pay higher prices for what they
have to buy without giving them Increased facilities for dohni 50,

Let them try this bill, if the friends of the measure of high protec-
tion are ciently strong ia this body to put it upon the statute
books, but when it has become the law of the land the promised pros-
perity fails to-come, as I am sure it will fail to come, them the question
will be asked at once of these emen, * You promised us prosperity,
by the passage of the tariff bill, and what do you propose to do now

ow do you propose to give us prosperity now?" The people will be
d“ttﬁm n their belief of what is promised them becanse of the failure’
at s time.

And bere is another quotation from Senator Vest:

Mr. President, coming events sometimes east their shadows before,
Our Republican friends pro now to put back the high duties upon
wool and upon woolen goods, When the people of this country find
that ex ce in the past has been verified as to resulis in the tul'?i
when they dkmow that these promises have been kept to the ear an
hroken to the hope, there will come a day of reckoning. The Repub-
Hean Party, mark it, will come back to this Capitol broken and shat-,
tered with the irresistible logic of baving made promises which they
have not kept.

Senator Bate, of Tenmnessee, foresaw the lifeblood of labor
being sucked out by the enactment of that law. He said:

It will be an indirect and constant drain upon the great body of
consumers,

» « =+ It weuld increase poverty where it now exists and multiply’
wealth where it now abounds. It will suck the lifeblood of labor and'
make of it a pale and «icklymdant. It will encourage capital to
eombine and bulld up those rn curses, trusts and wonopolies, It
will multiply tramps and millionaires.

Think of that sort of a prophecy about the enactment of the
Dingley law! Senator Chilton again said:

We now come to Scheduole G, entitled “Agricultural products and
provisions.”

1 read this because precisely the same line of attack has been
made against the agricultural schedule set forth in the pending
bill, and, singularly .enough, made by at least one of the men
who voted for the emergency tariff act, which carried higher
rates than the pending bill carries in the agricultural schedule,.




8144

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE,

JUNE 5,

Senator Chilton said:

We now come to Schedule G, entitled “Agricultural produets and
provigions.” This should more ?ruperly be styled the * Frand sched-
ule ” because, while designed on its face to benefit the farmer, it really
does him no good whatever, and in gome paragraphs actually adds to
his burdens,

* * * Teach the farmer the truth; teach him to bare his arm
against protection at every point; teach the farmer that he can never
guin a fair share in this protection robbery; teach him to fight it
to-day, to-morrow, and next year; teach him to make war against the
first schedule, the second schedule, the fourteenth schedule—all the
schedules ; teach him to muster with that party which will move man-
fully toward unltimate free trade in this country; and when you do that,
we can write another such platform as the Democratic Party wrote in
1856 and we can win another such victory as was won under Buchanan
as our candidate for President,

I pause long enough to read what President Buchanan said in
his last message about the tariff of 1856; not directly about the
tariff but about the results of that tariff as inevitably to follow
as night is to follow day. Buchanan said:

With unsurpassed plenty In all the elements of natlonal wealth, our
manufacturers have suspended, our public works are retarded, our pri-
vate enterprises of different kinds are abandoned, and thousands of
uscful laborers are thrown out of employment and reduced to want,

Yet a Senator standing on the floor of the Senate said he
wanted a return of the tariff that brought about such an
anomalous condition in the United States, anomalous because
with all of our natural resources, with all of our inventive
genius, with all of our capacity for management, and with all
of our ability to make skilled laborers in the United States,
we ought to lead, industrially, commercially, and financially,
and not be prostrate and helpless before all the other people
of the world, Yet, whenever we permit, in free and unre-
stricted fashion, the products of the cheap labor of Europe to
come into competition with the products of our labor, there
can be but one of two results; our laboring people must come
down to the wage level of the foreigners or else shut up shop.
There is no other alternative, and every time we have tried a
Democratic tariff we have shut up shop, and every time we
have adopted a Republican tariff we have opened the shops,
the boys have gone back to work, and the hum of industry has
again come to bless and gladden the ears of all the people.

Senator Jones, of Arkansas, again said:

* * # T for one, believe that this bill will, when enacted into law,
utterly disappoint its friends; that there will be no substantial revival
of business as the result of It ; that there will be no stimulation of com-
merce by reason of this law beilng written on the statute books.

* * * This bill, levying the highest rates of tariff taxes ever
known in this country, will only aggravate the evils already almost
unendurable, £

Senator Morgan said:

The people will hold fon up to it, and that one item of responsibility
to say nothing about pine timber or anything else, will crush this bill
into dnst and ashes when the eo&le get a chance at it at the next
election. They are not deceived. hey do not fail to understand the
situation, nor, sir, do they fail to feel it.

The Senate did not have a monopoly upon the prophets then
or now, and some of them were men with whom my honored
friend from Kentucky and my other friend from Alabama asso-
ciated, along with me and other Members on the other side as
well as on this. Congressman Ball, of Texas, had this to say:

# * * The days of the Republican Party will be * few and full
of trouble,” and the wrath of an outraged people, which reached high-
water mark in 1802, will come again and cover them In 1800, as the
molten lava from Vesuvius did the ancient cities of Pompeii and
Herculaneum,

Oh, how our friends hunted the dictionary to find new ad-
Jjectives and coin new phrases to describe the terrors that would
come upon the people after the Dingley law was passed, and
the same prophesies are being uttered to-day on the other side,
in almost identical language, about this bill, with lower rates
than that bill earried, and it will inevitably be followed by the
same result,

C'ongressman Lanham, of Texas, said:

Pass your bill, reeklng as it does with blight and burden, carrying
as it does disaster and distress, freighted as it is with woe and waste,
filled as it Is with injustice an opge&alon to your fellow men ; but it
will but briefly blot and blur the statute books of this mighty Nation,
for it is against the genius of our institutions, the ethics of civiliza-
tion, the proprieties of life, the equities of good government, and the
conscience of a free people that Mammon shall be enthroned and that
money shall rule man in this land.

Beautiful, is it not, and especially in the light of all the
facts? I think it was the late Senator Dolliver who said, what
comes to me now in speaking of those prophesies, that if Noah
had predicted a drouth instead of a flood, and put in a system
of waterworks instead of a boat, he would have been a shining
example of prophetic insight as compared with these purveyors
of woe on the Democratic side. The words come to me now,
and T think they are entirely apt and appropriate.

Congressman Handy, of Delaware, said:

When the farmer learns by further bitter experience how heayy are
the burdens iou lnf on him, and how futile tg: pretended protection
for him in thiz bill, he will join the workingman in the demand for
another campaign for tariff reform. You pass this bill to-day, but
{ou must know full well that its reckless provisions are too grievous
0 be borne with patience. ®* * * Thig bill seems to me a cruel
and unjust measure, the most outrageous tariff bill that American
politics has ever known,

And my friend from Georgia but now repeated the language,
his voice still reverberating within the four walls of this Chaum.
ber. Every tariff bill is the most outrageous and the most
infamous and the most inexcusable and the most illogical and
the most un-American of all the tariff bills that has ever been
proposed, and yet we have gone on and passed them despite
these complaints and these wails; we have made them into
law, and the country has gone on from mediocrity to great-
ness, and from greatness to grandeur under the operation of a
protective tariff law, and under the combined operation of all
these successive tariff laws we have come to be easily first
among all the peoples of the world in everything that pertains
to national greatness.

Not only that, but under the stimulating effect of these suc-
cessive protective-tariff measures we had brought our people to
that high place among the nations of the world in 1917 where
we were absolutely essential to their salvation. They reached
out their blood-stained hands to us across the sea and asked
for help, and we were in position to give them help—why ?
Because we were strong at home, and we remained strong at
home because we had attended to our own business; we had
developed our own resources; we had diversified our own indus-
tries, employed our own labor, and increased its wages. We
had invested our own capital and remuneratively invested it,
and we had brought our people to that condition among the
peoples of the world where we were in a position to help when
they wanted help. And, my fellow citizens, the same situation
confronts us now. It is up to us whether or not this same
policy shall be continued or we shall pursue the will-of-the-
wisp, vacuous, and fatuous policy of free trade.

But let me go on. Congressman Stephens, my personal
friend for many years in the House, was a very honorable gen-
tleman, who believed what he said. These gentlemen are all
sincere—that is to say, as to the fundamentals of the tariff,
I can not doubt that some of them are playing a little politics
when they stand up against the immediate passage of this bill,
becanse if I were on the other side and I believed the bill would
work the havoe fhey say it will, I would get out of the way and
let it go through. It would inevitably result in a Democratic
Honse ; it would certainly be followed by a Democratic Presi-
dent; and there would be no escape from either result. But
they do not intend that it shall be passed in time to give a
demonstration of what its provisions will do by way of the
employment of labor and investment of capital and the resusci-
tation of industry, which, by the way, is fairly well on the up-
grade even now.

Congressman Stephens, of Texas, said:

If the trust and money powers, led on, as they are now, by the
Republican Party, can carry these, their pet designos, into execution,
the laboring and producing millions will be forced into a slayery far
worse than the peons of Mexico have ever been subjected to.

Does not this have a natural ring:

I now warn our Republican oppressors that whilst the mills of the
s grind slowly, they grind exceedingly fine, and in the near future

expect to see the laborers and producers of this country by the
power of their ballots drive from power the Republican Party and their
cormorant allles,

Congressman Dockery, of Missouri, almost 20 years a Member
of the House and afterwards governor of his Stafe, a very
high-minded and honorable gentleman, too, had this to say:

“ MeKinleyism " and * Dingleyism ™ are both extreme illustrations
of the vicious policy of paternalism. The McKinley Act in the cam-

algns following its enactment led the Republeian Party to disaster,
he Dlnglet{ %ct i.?y the campaigns to come willl prove still more dis-
to tha rty.
nsiil;ouv:“n Wate??oo for the Republican Party in 1800 and 1892. 1t
will be Waterloo, Sedan, and Pultowa, all in one, in 1887 and 15898,

Dire prediction, but, oh, what futile prophecy !

Now I come to the part that I want more particularly to
impress upon Senators, because it is the one phase of the situa-
tion which our friends on the other side are pressing most
insistently upon us, and to which they are most persistently
ealling the attention of the country, and that is that if we pass
the bill we will destroy our foreign commerce and ruin our
export trade. Their cry began with John C. Calhoun and
Thomas A. Benton. I have their speeches, and never could this
argument be more eloguently put than they stated it. Their
cry has been repeated from then until now, over and over again,
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every time we have tried to pass a tariff law, that we ecan not
sell to other people unless we buy of them, and that we can
not buy of them because of our high tariff wall, :

That is precisely what my friend the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. Siuumons] said the other day., He said exactly
,the same thing about the Payne-Aldrich law, precisely the same
thing about it, and those who preceded him, not only from his
own State but his colleagues and associates, said the same thing
about the Dingley law, and made the same prophecies about the
destruction of our export trade. It is not confined to men of
this country, but men who come here as the accredited repre-
sentatives of other nations stand up before us and say that if
we expect to trade with them we must not pass this tariff bill,
we must not have a high tariff wall interposed between them
and us, that they ean not sell to us because of the tariff wall,
and that we can not sell to them unless we buy of them, That
is the argnment, It is here to-day. It has been here every day.
I want to answer it by the irresistible logie of events and by
the irrefutable force of facts.

But I want first to give some of the prophecies. and show how
they are to-day repeating the same thing over yvonder on the
other side of the Chamber, and inevitably they will be followed
hy the same results,

Senator Morgan said:

We are making war upon the commerce of the world for the purpose
of dividing out amongst politiclans and pelitical retivues in the United
States those benefits which come from political action in a recent presi-
dential election. We are fastenicg down tuian the commerce of the
world burdens which it ean not stand, which will pecessarily eripple
our commerclal relations with forelgn natioms, and there is net a
nation in the world to-day, from Mexico te Turkey, which does not
understand that the urlﬂy bill which we are now enacting is a war
upen the commerce of the world,

Again, he said:

> & * Let it come, but when we are destroying ocur own 1
and their happiness and prosperity by the engxera.ﬁnn and unp&t:})eﬁ

of the tariff, do not Jet us aim our shafts at a country like Japan, |

which has done so much to to assist in her civiliza
rise and progress amongst thetrzatiom of the earth. . g N

Senator Turpie, as learned a man as ever sat in this body in
a generation, whose successor I am on the floor of the Senate,
had this to say:

What will be the effect of the increase, the excessive in -
ation upon imports? It must necessarily attee: gmr;: I.c'I:“l nl;:itam
garily reduce experts. two act and react upon each other.
It must lessen the demand for cotton, for wheat, for corn, for all the
cereals, the true surplus of our country.

Let me stop and ask where on earth my predecessor got that
sort of logic? We do not put a tariff on anything that goes
out of the country. Kveryhody is free to come in here and
buy, whatever our tariff laws. We put a tariff only on things
that come into the United States, not on things that go out.
Under our Constitution we are prohibited from placing an
export duty upon any article, and they are just as free from,
duty now, no matter what sort of * tariff wall " we have, if we
may use the term * tariff wall”

The nations of Europe and the nations of the world do not
buy of us because they love us, No; they buy of us because
they can get better goods and cheaper here under the impetus
we give to labor and to investments and to invention than they
can gel anywhere else in the world. That is why they come
here and buy, and any import wall which we erect can have
no place in our economic policy so far as interfering with for-
eign commerce is concerned.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I can not yield. T am right in
the midst of thig guotation from Senator Turpie:

It must lessen and reduce the price of these great commod!
international exchange. It must consequently léave the people less able
to pay the rates of taxation than they are at present. I do not think
there has been a bill drafted n the history of the Government which
commits so large and unprovoked a gpolintiom upen the commeree of
the world as the bill we are to-day considering. The decrease of
exports and the failing market for our cereals may be considered the
compensatory duties which will follow the passage of this enactment,

ties of

I want Senators to keep in mind what my distinguished |

predecessor said when I come to show the actual facts, to set
over against prophecy the logic of what occurred, and that
after all is the best answer to any free-irade doctrinaire argu-
ment.
Senator Bate sald:
S CaAl ARrIE ayetiny that CHal pereime th Mastoi o Jaet
natione, deny them aceess to our markets, and shut off sevemty-five
millions of consumers from the production of ether nations.

Yes: that is what we are trying to do; not to shut them out
but to preserve the American market for the American producer,

wrought it
 Biates will ve

looking first after our own labor, our own eapital, our own
farmers, our own natural resources, and our own industries,
and then selling abroad whatever surplus we may have, and
the facts show that any tariff we ever erected in no wise inter-
feres with that sale.

Let me proceed. Congressman Ball, of Texas, said:

* ® *® Never yet have the powers of government been sc per-
verted, the interests of favored classes so advanced, and the rights of
the masses of our people so trampled upon as by this outrageous and

indefensible measure.

* ® * This bill is & declaration of commercial war upon the
nations of the earth. It will not open a single market for am ng we
make or produce; it will close many to varlous industries; it will not
add a customer to our mills or factorles from abroad, and domestic
consumption ean not be increased by raising the cost ef eur own wares
;-;1 (zg people without money to buy their present output at existing

Why, our own eolleague over here, the Senator frem Virginia
[Mr. Swaxsox], delightful gentleman, whom we all love, uttered
this propheey :

The passage of this bill means to destroy this vast trade, which s
fast increasing each year. It means an abandonment by the United
States of the markets of the world. It means, on our part; a peliey
of isolation, instead of one of progress and enterprise. It means a com-
finement of the sale and purchase of commodities by our eitizens to the
limit of their own country, to be flieeced by the favored few who are
the reciplents of the bounties and privileges of this bill.

Congressman Lewis, of Georgia, said:

But ﬂ‘m tariff bill will not bring general prosperity. It is true it
will enlarge the profits and income of a part of the people, on the one
hand, and iperease the burdens of the masses, on the other hand.

* & ¢ T tell you this will }imit our greatness; it will dwarf our
Nation. Protection that forces all consumers to patromize their home
manufactories, virtvally limiting the manufactories to sell only to our
home copnsumers, reminds me of an old story of two soakes fighting,
They began swallowing each other, and at the end of the fight only
their heads were left unswallowed.

I shall not go into all of these prophecies, but, without ob-
jection, I shall print some others along with my remarks.

Senator Mills, on page 1326 of the Recerp, while discussing
the window-glass schedule, saw some danger ahead:

These high rates will be put on, and worse rates will be put on. Your
exports will be eut off or reduced in value; your people will be further
and further oppressed, and money will be made searcer, without which
it will be impossible to pay debis or to pay the dues te the National,
State, and local governments.

Other Senators and Representatives could see only disaster

coming upon the people in the discussion of specific items. Sena-
tor Vest was a prophet of some renown in those days, @nd said,
at page 1234:

I do not believe that the imposition of larger taxation, either in the
ghape of import duties or internal revenue taxes, will lift the clond that
now rests upen the people of the United SBtates, I do not believe that
higher tarifi duties will bring back sunshine and illuminate this whole
country, as we have been told over and over again by our Republican
opponents.
ow do you expect by increasing tariff taxatiom to emable the farm-
ers of this country to purchase manufactured goods? How do yon
expect to give them the means with which to buy the articles, the price
of which you pro?onz to inerease by your tariff imposition?

# =+ * RBotl am jost as sure as I am of anything that ean pes-
sibly be determined that the proposed tariff low will not relieve the
country, and that your imposition of import and internal revemue tax-
ation will simply increase the trouble not bring rellef to the people,

When we supply the home market, when the Lead Trust is making
millions and millions of dollars and declaring its emormous dividends of
12 per eemt upon its stoek, why shonld we put up the duty half a ecent
a pouni, double the duty upon lead, and nearly double it upon white
lead, which goes upon the cottage of every poor man in the land?

It seems to me that the increase is utierly indefensihle.

= % s ] do not propose to go inte It, but take the crockery and
earthenware schedule, to which my frien&. the Senator from Rhede
Island, alluded. The Increases in that schedule, I was about to say,
are appalling. They were too high in the Wilson Aet, by far too high,
and none of us upon this side attempted to defend them,

Senator Caffery, on page 1267, objected to the duty on borax:

1 submit, Mr. President, that this is eutting a little too d with
the tariff knife, even upon a bill which is framed on the scientific lines
of the highest protective ideas of the Senator from Rhode Island. One
hundred r cent upon such a pecessary of life as this, which will
enhance the cost of every material into which the mineral enters as
a raw material, is excessive, and it is clearly shown by the letter which
I have read from this firm in New York t this tariff will produce
no revenue whatever, but will cut off importations,

Page 2207 :

In a few days, Mr. President, this bill will pass, the evil to ba
w be consummated, and the people of the United
treated to such a dose of tariff as was never thrust
down them before. is bill cdrries higher rates than the McKinle,
law. In a time of profound peace we have a bill In com}}uison wi
which the Morrill tariff bill of the war pales into utter insignificance.

Senator Clay, on page 1529, doubting as some do at the present
time that the tariff was an issue in the Iate campaign, said:

Pass this bill and ?laee it opon our statute books and its advoeates
and these who reap its benefits will eome back with renewed encrgy
and demand mere protection. .This bill will not give rollef to the
people, I deny that it was the real issue of the last campaign,
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Senator Gray, from Delaware, on page 1539, had fears for
the lumber business of this country. He said:

We should be no better off if consuming fire had devastated every
forest north of the Canada border, and yet that would produce the
precise effect that you are seeking to produce by a protective tariff. The
world's wealth would be that much decreased, and every man, woman,
and child who depends upon lumber for shelter would suffer an appre-
ciable loss, but of course the owners of the timberland would gain,
because the price of timber would be inereased, and that is what a

rotective tariff seeks to do, It seeks to do what fire and flood might

o, to make a scarcity, as the Senator from Nebraska so well said a
while ago, and fill the pockets of those who are fortunate enough to
possess the article to be sold. .

Senator White, on page 1670, foresaw the tightening of the
pouches that contained the Republican campaign funds:

The public knew and know that the party to which the distin-

ished Benator from Iowa helonga is in power; they knew and know
hat a tariff bill is going throug fust as the Republican members of
the Finance Commiftee construct it—everyone knows that—and yet,
with this absolute certainty before them, the people
do not seem to be overburdened with confidence, money coffers have not
opened, indus has not awakened, enterprise remains fettered, v-
erty stares us the face. These conditions are more emphatic than
ever. The looked-for panacea fails to act. The real remec?y will not,
in my judgment, be found in this or any other tariff bill.

Senator Allen, Populist, from Nebraska, on page 2789, natu-
rally felt as the Democrats, and so expressed himself:

Every burden in the form of high specific duties, added to which are
large ad valorem duties, is Imposed upon the industrial classes of our
country. The bill is made prohibitory in many of its features. The
American market is to be turned over to the American shark; the
American commercial highwayman is to sail his black flag of piracy
unchecked, and he is to fix the price of everything consumed by the
farming and laboring classes of the United States. He has ample lib-
erty under the provisions of this most iniquitous bill to impose prices
;f:;‘ﬂ{ in excess of reasonable profits upon what he may produce or

Again, on page 2827, Senator Jones, of Arkansas, was covered
with a sweeping and general cloud of anxiety :

The pending bill is framed on the theory that more taxes will relie
the present distress, It is clear enough if one man or one set of m:rel
shall be allowed to levy these taxes on their fellows that the condition of
those who are permitted to levy the taxes for their own benefit may be
greatly relieved by the enactment of such a law. But what must be
the condition of those ugﬂn whom such taxes are levied? Bowed already
by the burdens of taxation, harassed and distressed by debt and want,
those who must submit to the exactions of the favored few will only
have their condition made harder and harder by the grinding exactions
of this bill. An increase in the cost of nails and glass, wood screws,
chinaware, glassware, woolen cloths, and cotton goods may readily
swell the fortunes of those who manufacture and sell these articles,
but every cent legislated into their pockets by this bill must be taken
out of the pockets of the consumers.

Congressman Hunter, of Illinois, on page 93, foresaw in detail
every possible ill that might be enumerated on the passage of
this measure:

Mr. Chairman, this tariff bill brought in here by the Committee on
Ways and Means is infamous. It stands like a high{rayman in thee?md
of the American people to prosperity. It is an enemy to legitimate in-
dustry, a menace to the ambition and hoigea of enterprising people, a
crime against labor and agriculture, It a_finaneial outlaw ; it has
not one redeeming quality in all of its provisions; they are all bad.
It revives imperial ideas of government. It puts a premium upon
¥roﬂigacy and idleness. It bri the venal and vicious into control.
t fastens a shoddy nobility upon the country. It forces the earnings
of the wealth producer into the pockets of a class who render no con-
slderation. It is a harlot masquerading in the robes of virtue. The
sum of all covetousness, avarice, and inordinate greed. It stands with-
out a rival in extortion, and brings reproach upon American charaecter.

It lays the burdens of taxation more heavily upon the farmer and the
laborer now than ever before.

lIl: limits the exchange of the farmer’s surplus product and reduces the
price,

1t has no reference to raising the necessary revenue to support the
Government.

It enhances the value of the protected article to the home consumer
and limits the fleld of labor.

It compels every laboring man in the country to give more of his
earnings for the prot goods and leaves labor on the free list.

Its advocates contend that the more money it takes from the tax-
payer the richer they become,

t has created 470 trusts and cmﬁ)oratios, whose net income is
more than six hundred millions annually.

It violates every principle of honesty and integrity.

Itz life is drawn from the polluted blood of avarlce,

It is mhberi under the forms of law.

It closes the doors of the factories and turns men, women, and
children into the street to starve and to die in order to influence and
secure legislative favors.

Congressman Bailey, of Texas, on page 2739, brings out
that oft-repeated but false statement, in effect, that the * tariff
is a tax upon the consumer."” "

But, Mr. Speaker, we do not rest our opposition to this bill solely
upon the ground that it will injure the country I:tbﬁ encouraging ex-
travagance and discouraging the production of wealth. We go further
than that, and without a moment’'s hesitation we declare that even if
it would add nothing to the expenses of the Government and subtract
nothing from the wealth of the country it ought not to pass,
it is Intended to enable our manufacturers to charge our consumers
increased prices for their goods.

of this country

Congressman Mc)illan, of Tennessee, on page 2747, gives in
few words his opinion of the bill:

This Congress was called not to raise revenue but to plunder the
people and enrich the manufacturers,

While Congressman J. W, Stokes, of South Carolina, on
page 111, again and finally warns the Republican leaders:

Let the Republican Party beware. The fate of the Cleveland (lfvrmst:r
awalts them, as it awaits eve party that dares trifle with the
verdict of the people at the polls. * * * You may pile up the
tarift like Pelion upon Ossa, but it can never bring prosperity to the
farmer.

Thus history repeats itself. While our friends on the other
side of the Chamber may or may not really mean all that they
say, yet we of this side believe that the future prosperity of
this country—agriculturally, industrially, and commercially—
depends upon the protection afforded under the Republican
policy, and, moreover, the prosperity of the world depends as
never before upon the prosperity of the United States.

Running on down through the prophecies in regard to the
Payne-Aldrich law, uttered by the same men in the same lan-
guage as those who are now prophesying on the other side of
the aisle, telling us what awful things are going to happen
to us, foreboding dismal in character and limitless in extent,
giving wing to the imagination and hunting up new adjectives
so as to amplify their vocabulary to describe the awful condi-
tion of industry and the people should we pass the pending
tariff measure, we find the same old crowd, the same old argu-
ments, the same old prophecies, the same old Democratic
Party, and always followed by the same results.

What did we do? I have read some of these prophecies in
order to show what they said was going to happen. But what
did happen? I will read you these figures very quickly, for this
is one way to catch them without studying.

Exports and imports under the MeKinley law: Notwith-
standing all they said about the destruction of our foreign
commerce, about diminishing exports and imports and dwarf-
ing our trade abroad, let me call attention to these. Listen.
In 1891, 1892, 1893, and in 1894 our exports were, respectively,
$884,480,810, $1,030,278,148, $847,665,194, and $892,140,572; and
our imports were, respectively, $344.916,196, $827,402,462, $366,-
400,922, and $654,994.622, Why was there a falling off in the
last year? Because of the anticipated enactmment of a Demo-
cratic free-trade tariffi law. The decrease in imports shows
the effect of that law. It is the easiest thing in the world to
explain why. When people over here were out of work, they
did not have the money with which to buy; therefore they did
not buy anything either abroad or at home. That is all there
is to it. It was all brought about because of the theory of
cheapness. I have speeches here to show that Democrats have
said that we ought to go and buy wherever we can buy the
cheapest. The doctrine of cheapness is the most fallacious
doectrine that has ever tainted political discussion in this
country.

In 1893 we learned, and in 1914 we should have again learned
but for the interposition of the war, that a thing is dear at any
price when vou have not got the price. When our factories
were closed and our citizens were out of work and wages were
not being paid, we did not have the price. We did not buy at
home and we did not buy abroad. It is under those circum-
stances that our foreign commerce falls off, and not when
everybody iz at work.

My friends, the thing to consider in this country is produetion.
Production ought to be full and unhindered and unhampered,
free always and everywhere. Every line of activity ought to
be employed ; we ought to develop our natural resources to the
limit ; we ought to employ our labor to the full, and we ought to
take advantaze of the vast capital we have to the extreme limit ;
there should be production every day and everywhere, rife, ac-
tive, and unhampered always., It is a great economic fact,
from which there can be no escape, that if we take care of the
producers in the United States, the consumers will take care
of themselves, or, ag Daniel Webster said on the floor of the
Senate so many years ago, “ Where there is work for the hand
of man there will always be work for his teeth.” That is the
fundamental economic doctrine which our friends on the other
side have in their haste overlooked,

Now, I come to the Dingley law. I have read the prophesies
about the Dingley law, because it was in operation longer than
was any other tariff law that was ever passed, because it was
the highest tariff law that was ever enacted in the history of
the country, because it met with more bitter opposition amil
because it was denounced to a more unlimited degree than any
other tariff law ever enacted.
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1 will read very quickly the exports under the Dingley law,
running from 1898 to 1908. Listen: They were, in the respec-
tive years of that period, $1,231,000,000, $1,227,000,000, $1,394,-
000,000, $1,487,000,000, $1,381,000,000, $1,420,000,000, §1,460,-
000,000, $1,518,000,000, $1,743,000,000, $1,880,000,000, $1,860,-
000,000, an increase in 10 years of over $600,000,000 in what
we sold out of the country, and the exports increased in prac-
tically every year. Why? Because all our factories were at
work and we were producing more and we had more to sell.
Listen to me, Senators. We sold abroad so much that the
Democrats finally began to howl at us—and Senators remember
the howl—that we were selling abroad cheaper than at home,
and there was some trouble caused in the United States because
of the acrimoniouns discussion that arose over it. So much for
exports, which, as I have shown, increased more than $600,-
000,000, notwithstanding the dismal prophecies that we were
about to destroy the prosperity of the Itepublic.

What about imports? Listen: From 1808 to 1908 they were,
for the respective years, $616,000,000, $697,000,000, $849,000,000,
$823,000,000, $£903,000,000, $1,025,000,000, $091,000,000, $1,117,-
000,000, $1,226,000,000, $1,434,000,000, an increase of $800,000,-
000 in what we bought abroad under the highest tariff law in
the history of the United States, notwithstanding all the dismal
prophecies and the doleful forebodings of prophets of evil on
the other side of the Chamber.

The total of exports and imports for the respective years
when the Dingley law was in force were: $1,847,000,000,
$1,924,000,000, $2,244,000,000, $2,510,000,000, $2,285,000,000, $2.-
445,000,000, $2,451,000,000, $2,636,000,000, $2,970,000,000, $3,315,-
000,000—an increase in what we bought and what we sold un-
der the highest of all our tariflf laws of $1,200,000,000, and that,
too, right in the teeth of the dismal prophets, who yet to-day
are indulging in the same prophecies; but they are not seeing
correct visions; they have distorted imaginations, These evils
which they foretell exist only in the heated and perfervid
imaginations of free-trade doectrinaires, 2

Now, what about the Payne-Aldrich law? The Democrats
made the same old prophecies and the same old predictions,
but the same inevitable results followed. Why need we sit
here and pay attention to such prophecies? Why do we not go
on and pass this bill? We know what it will do, and we need
not be terrified by the false predictions or the fatuous prophecies
of those on the other gide of the aisle,

What about the Payne-Aldrich law? The exports in 1909,
1910, 1911, 1912, and 1913 were, rpspe('tively, $16630000m
$1, 14-1000000 $2,049.000,000, $2,204,000,000, 46o000000—an
increase of $800000000 in exports, and yet they told us that
we were destroying our commerce; that we were dwarfing our
trade with the peoples of the world.

What about imports? They were for the respective years
$1,317,000,000, $1,556,000,000, $1,527,000,000, $1,653,000,000 $1,-
813,000,000—an increase, my fneuds of how much? An increase
of $502,000,000 in what we sold abroad, and a total increase of
$1,300,000,000 in what we sold and what we bought, notwith-
standing this high tariff law, notwithstanding the dismal pre-
dictions and doleful prophecies of the opponents of the protec-
tive tariff system.

What more need I say about that? My friends, the whole
argument on the other side up to this time has been based on
the destruction of our foreign trade. We are told that we can
not buy if we do not sell. Mr, President, when our factories
are all operating, when our labor is all employed, when we are
paying wages higher than are paid elsewhere on earth, when
our mines are running at full force, when everybody is at
work drawing American wages, we can buy more than any
other nation on earth, and we do buy, regardless of the tariff,
and the people of foreign nations come here and buy because
ours is the best market on earth in which to buy. At the same
time we preserve our own market for our own producers, first
of all, as is shown by the fact that before the war 92 per cent
of all we made in the country we gold in the country. Our
Democratic friends want to give up 92 per cent in order to
increase the 8 per cent. I do not. I want to have an American
policy, an American tariff to protect our American labor and
our American investments, and to employ our own people in
profitable enterprises.

That is the logic of it all, and I am backed up by the suec-
cesses of Republican tariff laws which have been enacted at
various times in the history of the country so that no one can
prove otherwise,

I ask unanimous consent at this point to insert in the Recorp
the tables from which I have quoted as to the exports and im-
ports under the McKinley, the Dingley, and the Payne-Aldrich
Acts, respectively.

XLII-—5614

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The tables referred to are as follows:

The official record of our imports and exports under the McKinley
law is as follows:

Year ended June 30. Exports.

NoTe.—A sharp decline in 1mP0rts during the last year of the Me-
Kinley law was dug to the anticipated reduction of the tariff by the
Cleveland administration,

The Dlngle{s law was in effect for 11 years, and the record of our

foreign tra as follows :

Year ending June 30— Brpats. Imports. | Lotalexports
.| 81,231, 482,330 |  $616,040,654 | $1,847,531, 98¢

127,023,302 | 697,148,489 | 1,924,171,791

130449082 | 810041 184 | 2944 421,968

L4S7 764,001 | 8230172165 | 2.310037,156

1381.719,401 |  903)320]048 | 20285040, 349

1420, 141679 | 1,025,719,237 |  2,445,860,016

1460,827.271 | 9O1,0R7.571 | 2,450,004 042

1,518,561,666 | 1,117,513,071 | 2,636,074,737

1743864500 | 1/226.362,446 | 2,970,426, 945

1/880/851,078 | 1434420425 | 3315272 508

1)560,773,348 | 1,164, 341,792 | 3,055,115,135

Statisties of foreign trade under the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act:

Year ended June 30— Exports. Imparts Eﬁnﬁ?’m;s
1909.. §1,663, 011,104 | $1,311,920, 224 | 32, 674,931,329
0. o ncnnsvaanomaontusmarans 1,744,084, 720 | 1,556, 947, 430 3,301,932, 150
1911 5 2,049,320,199 | 1,527, 226, 105 8,575, 548, 304
T 2,904,322, 400 | 1,633,264 934 | 3857, 57,343
L R R o ey 2,455,584, 149 | 1,813,008, 234 | 4,278,802, 358

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I have occupied
much more of the time of the Senate than I expected. I in-
tended to take up the subject of foreign tariffs; but my good
friend, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. GoopiNG], \\im is a pro-
tectionist after my own heart, has covered it, and I shall not
go into it, although I have here an article prepared on that
question. I may refer to it later on.

Mr. President, it has repeatedly been stated on the other side
since my friend, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Siar-
MONs], made the statement in his opening speech, that the wiages
of labor in Germany have increased since 1914. I deny that ab-
solutely. I have here a statement of wages for 1913, compiled
from the Statistical Yearbook for the German Empire for 1915,
page 91. The wages for December, 1921, are compiled from the
publication of the General German Trade Union Federation,
March 4, 1922, If I had the time I would go into it here, but
I shall ask to have it printed without taking the time of the
Senate. It shows, however, what a tremendous reduction in
wiges has occurred in Germany in key industries from 1914 up
to the present time, For instance, the wages of bakers, meas-
ured in gold, in 1913 were $6.14 as against $2,52 in 1921,

Mr. McLEAN. Does the Senator mean per week?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Yes; the wages per week—an
average of $6.14 in 1913 to $2.52 now. Brewery workers—that
has a sort of ancient sound—brewery workers, skilled, $7.73
then as against £2.43 now ; unskilled, $5.83 then as against $2.39
now ; tailors, $11.17 then as against $2.78 now ; painters, $14.38
then as against $2.58 now ; stonecutters, $17.41 then as against
$2.56 now ; stonemasons, $17.22 then as against $3 now; book-
binders, $6.69 then as against $2.59 now ; printers, $7.71 then as
against $2.74 now ; joiners, §13 then as ngainst £2.59 now ; trans-
port workers, $6. a? then as against $2.30 now.

I had another sheet, which I seem to have mislaid, giving the
wages paid in cotton factories and woolen factories and
other manufacturing establishments, including dye industries.
1 do not know where it is, although the Senator from Utah
[Mr. Smoor] perhaps has already placed the figures in the
RECORD.

The figures quoted by me are absolutely authentic, and there
can be no dispute concerning them. I ask unanimous consent
that the table be placed in the Recorp at this point.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered,
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The table reterred to is as follows:

Wages in Germany—Rales per week for adult male workers.

Source: The wages for 1913 were compiled from the Statisches Jahrbuch fiir des Deutsche Reich
rom the Korrespondenszblatt des Allegemeinen Deutschen Gewerkschaftsbundes (the

wages for December, 1921, are compiled

Union Federation, March %, 1922) pages 4-18, inclusive.
ark converted to dollars in 1913, at $0.2382

Mark converted to dollars in December,

(Statistical Yearbook for the German Empire, 1915}, page 91. Ths
s Qorman Fampte, 1013, pon 0. Tha

1921, at $0.005223, the averago buying rate for the month of December, 1921, for New York cable transfers as reparted by tha

Federal Reserve Board.
Brewery workers.
Stone- Stone- Book- . Transport
Bakers. Tailors. Painters. ey i bindas Printers. Joiners. s P :
Skilled. Unskilled. kers,
City.

Aver-| Dec. |Aver- Dec. |Aver ];ec Aver- l‘.:;ac. Aver- I;?e Aver- 1:?0 Aver- i;?c Aver- Da?u Aver- Dec..| Aver-| Dae, Aver—ll)m.
, | 31, e, 31 age 1, age, age, ¥ ’ + | age, ¥ 31 age, 31 age, | 31
101 192;.|f'9gm'. 1028, | 1013, | 1021, | 1018, | 102k, | 1913, [ 1921, | 1913, | 1921, | 19is. 1921.]1913. 1921, | 1913. | 1e2i. | 1018 | 1991, | 1913. | 102l
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Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, our Democratic
friends and the importers, who are organized and militant as
never before in this country, are not the only ones who are in-
veighing against our tariff system. Foreigners are coming here
and telling us how to run our country and how to conduct our
Government and what laws we ought to pass, and are interfer-
ing, I think, unjustly in our domestic affairs.

Mr. BORAH. They are not confining themselves to the
tariff.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. That is quite true, but the tariff
is the question now before us, I will say to my friend. I will
call the attention of the Senator from Idaho to the singular
fact that those who tried to get us into the League of Nations
are the ones who are now trying to defeat this bill—free trade
and internationalism ¢ombine in opposition to it

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr., President, what does the
Senator think of a member of the British Parliament coming
over here and telling us what our foreign policy should be?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I am going to refer to that later.
I think my friend from Georgia is gefting religion, perhaps, and
if he shall continue to sit on this side we may inoculate him so
that he will see the light. It will take considerable inocula-
tion, but we have the material over here. I desire now to
quote from the New York Times of May 11, 1922 a very great
newspaper and splendidly edited, and about as fair as a news-
paper can be, situated as it is and breathing the atmosphere
its editors always breathe—

o e possibilities of a

rEhﬁﬁi?l&:iﬁe‘;i}&cg tlzuﬂ!&}p;aag ::‘;:esn:ctfe;]éng:za;h bypt.he Frencsh and

Eh-msh consuls at this port at a luncheon given by the New York Board

of Trade and Transportation to the representatives of 87 Governments,

The two consuls said in speeches that by preventing importations we
would injure our own export trade,

They talked like Democrats, did they not?

“It is as much in your interest as In ours that your Government
deal faitl? with this matter,” said Gaston Liebert, consul general for
France. * We all hope that the tariff you adopt will not be an insur-
mountable barrier to imports, and thus, also, to exports,

“All the European countries are in urgent need of recreating riches, and
the only way they can recreate riches is to export to America, which
has all the gold, all the riches in the world.”

Right at the time these people were paying us this lofty
tribute the Senators over on the other side were telling us that
we were going into the jaws of destruction and despair.

What has France done, by the way, and why? France was
confronted with the problem of reestablishing her industries and
compensating the loss in customs revenues due to the deprecia-
tion of French currency, and she attempted to secure these gb-
Jects by a general increase of pre-war customs duties by the
use of a system of coefficients, which I shall not go into. Some
of the pre-war rates were doubled, and others were increased
from five to ten times; so that while France has been increas-
ing her tariff rates and increasing the number of articles upon
which those duties are imposed, her consuls over here are telling
us that we must not pass this bill, and that we must not put on

these high rates, because, if we do, France will not be able to
sell to us,

I will go on:

Lewis E. Bernays, who represented Great Britain in the absence of
Consul General Armstrong. said: * Trade to be successful must be
interfered with as little as possible.”

And right in the teeth of that statement, what did Great
Britain do? In the first place, she put an embargo on dyes
going into her country, and France put an embargo on dyes,
and Italy, to whose ambassador I shall refer in g moment, put
an embargo on dyes; and, Senators, what else did Great Britain
do? T will break off for a moment and go back.

The most notable instance of increase was the safeguarding
of industries act passed by the British Parliament, and which
went into effect Oectober 1, 1921. This act imposed customs
duties. Listen:

With a view to the safeguarding of certain special industries and the
safeguarding of employment in industries in the United Kingdom
against the effects of the depreciation of foreign currencles amfd th

posal of imported goods at prices below the cost of production.

The duty imposed is 33} per cent, and over 6,000 articles were
affected by its provisions; and yet, in the teeth of that act, the
representative of that Government comes here to say that we
must not pass a high tariff act, for if we do they can not sell
to us, and the only way we can have trade with other people
is to have it * interfered with just as little as possible.”

Why, my fellow citizens, that Is a pro-British declaration, and
our friends on the other side make these pro-British and pro-
English declarations, for free trade is an international proposi-
tion. It goes along with internationalism. It goes hand in
hand with the League of Nations and all efforts to tear down -
American nationality and involve us in the broils and the quar-
rels, indeed, in the industrial disturbances, of the Old World.
It is all of one cloth and all of one piece:

Trade to be successful must be Interfered with as little as possible,
It is not government aid or support, but the initlative of the individual
and his knowledge of his own business, that spells suecess. In my
opinion, prosperity ean not return to this world until the artificial
barriers to pre-war trade be removed.

Why, that doctrine is as old as Cobden. It has been preached
by every British free trader for a long number of years, since
they abandoned their protective tariff system: and, my fellow
citizens, always there has been British propaganda back of
free trade in the United States, just as it is now back of free
trade in the United States,

Mr. STANLEY. JMr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. STANLEY. The Senator says this doctrine has been
preached by free traders. The Senator is a great scholur,
Will he give me the name of any great political economist,
speaking the English language on either side of the ocenn,
w?s?i ever controverted that doctrine or ever questioned its
wisdom?
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Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Why, certainly. British states-
men right along have done it. The Senator from Kentucky on
this floor, in answer to my questions within the last 30 days,
did not quite do it, but he edged up fo it so close that I could
not see between liim and the edge. What did he siy? I said
to him: *Does the Senator, then, believe in free trade?”
“Well.,” he said, “I would not say just exactly that” Go get
your language and look at it. It was in answer to what the
Senator said about the hemp industry in Kentucky, in which
the Senator specifically stated that free trade in hemp had
devastated the hemp fields of Kentucky, He said it, and I
had him rvepeat it. That is a tribute to his policy. That is
just what it always does, but I did not think the Senator would
say it. He said free trade had devastated the hemp fields of
Kentucky; and then I asked him whether or not he believed
in going abroad to buy wherever we could buy the cheapest.
He would not quite say that; and then my friend from Cali-
fornia [Mr. SHORTRIDGE] pressed the Senator, and I will tell
you that these speeches I have read here show that the Demo-
eratic Party always has stood for free trade, but you have not
the courage of your convictions. If you had, you would pro-
pose g tariff on tea, and you would propose a tariff on coffee, and
you would propose a tariff on spices, and you would propose a
tariff on rubber, and on all those things the like of which we do
not produce in the United States; for a tariff of thatkind is a tax
wliich is added to the price which the consumer pays, and
which goes inevitably into the Treasury. That is your doctrine,
and you believe in it, but you have not the courage to put it into
practice, or even fo attempt it, and so you say you are in
favor of a tariff for revenue with incidental protection—inci-
dental *“ robbery ™ ; incidental * infamy.”

Mr., STANLEY. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana
further vield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. T do.

Mr, STANLEY. If the Senator will again yield, 1 am not
concerned about the bald statement of the Senator from In-
diana that I have not the courage of my convictions, because
the Senator from Indiana knows better, just as every Senator
on this floor who knows anything about my attitude on publie
questions knows better.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana.
question, or to make a speech?

Mr. STANLEY. I am going to answer a statement of the
Senafor’'s now.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Oh, no; I am not going to have
that done. If the Senator wants to ask me a question, o
course I will yield to him, always. .

Mr. STANLEY. 1 thank the Senator. I do not mean to
interrupt his speech, but I was a little surprised at that sort
of statement from my genial colleague. I have never hesitated
to state where I stood, even upon questions where I knew a
majority of my own people were hostile.

1 wish to say that the Senator from Indiana has not an-
swered my question. T asked the Senator from Indiana if he
knew of any great political economist in Europe or America
wlio had ever controverted the truth of the general principle
he had just read. He honored me by saying that I did not
stand for those doctrines. It does not matter what gentlemen
of the sgize of the Senator from Indiana or myself think about
such matters as that. He has a political organization behind
him that wants to get fat out of these industries. I may have
a political organization behind me whose opinions I may more
or less reflect; but no great scholar who has ever studied the
question of international relations, from Adam Smith until
now, has ever stood for the patent and palpable heresies that
the Senator from Indiana so eloquently espouses, and I defy
him to name anyone who has.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Does the Senator from Kentucky
ask me whether or not any man has ever gaid he believed in
straight protection?

Mr. STANLEY. I asked the Senator to name one great
political economist of international note, either in Europe or in
America, who had ever advocated the principle of high protec-
tion as a correct poliey.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Why, heavens and earth, where
has my friend been all these years!—Rip Van Winkle-like,
asleep? The first act that we ever passed in the history of the
United States was a protective tariff act. It was passed and
signed by George Washington and all the mighty men who had
formulated the Constitution, and who builded broad and deep
the enduring foundations of the Republic. There was no di-
vision of sentiment or opinion among them. From that time
down, that was the view of nearly everyone except John C. Cal-
houn and those who immediately followed him. I do not speak

Is my friend going to ask me a

offensively. He was an absolufe free trader; and yet John O,
Calhoun, in 1824 and again in 1828, stood in the Senate of the
United States and, without division of party or sentiment, along
with Henry Clay, and along with Andrew Jackson, and along
with Daniel Webster, and along with many of those great men,
without division of party, voted for the tariffs of 1824 and 1828,
What were these men if they were not protectionists? What
was Abraham Lincoln? What was Henry Clay, from the Sen-
ator's own State, who denominated this to be the American
system—and that is what it is—as against the English system?
One system has been contending against the other from that
day to this. What was James G. Blaine? What was William
MeKinley? What have been all these great lights among the
statesmen of our country and of history, save and except pure,
unadulterated, unequivocal protectionists? And we have formu-
lated our bills accordingly. You people got your doctrine from
Richard Cobden, and yon have been following along that line
ever since. It is an economic school in which 1 do not believe,
and with which, as an American, I have no patience.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Let me go on.
Senator to make a speech in my time.

Mr, STANLEY. I do not want to make a speech.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Yes; the Senator does. My friend
always wants to make a speech.

Mr. STANLEY. But the Senator has asked me a question,
and I should like an opportunity to answer it.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Noj; I did not ask the Senator a
question,

Mr. STANLEY. Yes; the Senator asked me about Henry
Clay and all the rest of them. I will tell the Senator; it is
short. Neither Henry Clay nor Daniel Webster nor Bliaine nor
MeKinley nor any Republican, alive or dead, nor any Whig or
any other man who lived for an hour and deserves to be remem-
bered 15 minutes after his funeral obsequies, ever did defend
or ever did excuse the nbominations of this tariff ; and the Sen-
ator knows it, and he will not give me time to tell him so.

Mr, WATSON of Indiana. Mr. President, does not that have
a natural sound, after all T have been reading here? It is the
sanie old language, from my gifted friend from Kentucky: but
oh, when it comes to decrying the abominations of this tariff
and the freezing terror of this law, he will put John C. Calhoun
and all those other brethren off the map, telling about the awful
things which, in the providence of a gracious God, will never
happen here or anywhere else on earth,

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from
yvield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr, WATSON of Indiana. I have to yield to a member of the
family.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia, How does my genial relative, who
so well represents the great State of Indiana, account for the
fact that the human race got along without a protective tariff
system until the time of Louis XIV?

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. That is very easily answered.
We did not get along without it immediately after the Revo-
lution. The American Colonies were all divided up, each with
its own tariff law, all subject to English commerce and Eng-
lish exploitation, as the Senator knows. What happened? One
of the very objects of the fighting of that war was that we
might protect ourselves commercially from those who would
prey upon us from abroad, and in order to carry it out the
very first act passed was a protective tariff act and it was
expressly stated it was a protective tariff. Yet we did not
have a protective tariff act in the present-day acceptation of
the term until 1824, and again in 1828, TUp to 1860 we never
had a real, genuine protective tariff, as we now understand
that term, and in all those years we had accumulated but
£16,000,000,000 of wealth. After 1860, when we began to de-
velop our resources, when we began to diversify our industries,
when we began to employ our labor, when we began to invest
our capital, and when we began to have an American scale of
wiages, an American system of living, and an American con-
ception of the regal dignity of every man under the flag, then
we began that imperial march which has landed us the indus-
trinl and commercial primacy of the world. Does the Senator
deny the irresistible logic of that?

That is what we did under the protective tariff system. No-
body disputes it except the doetrinaire who still insists that
we ought to go somewhere else to buy because we can buy
there cheaper than we do at home. If we permit a product
to be brought in from some other country and sold at a price
cheaper than that at which we can buy it here, we put out of
business the fellow who is making it here; and whenever we do
that we close factories, we stop home industry, and we para-

I do not want the

Indiana
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Iyze labor. That has been the result every time the Demo-
cratic Party has had an opportunity to put its theory into
practice, and we do not intend to give them another chance,

Now, I want to go on with these foreign representatives of
the Democratic idea.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana
yield fo the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, WATSON of Indiana. No; I do not want to yield.

Mr., STANLEY. If my good friend will yield for a state-
ment——

Mr, WATSON of Indiana. Will not the Senator wait a little
and let me finish this particular line, because*l do not want to
break into it?

Mr. STANLEY. I will not interrupt the Senator again. I
simply want to correct a statement of the Senator, so that in
proceeding he can answer. The Senator misapprehended, I am
sure he will find if he will examine the record, my statement
with reference to the hemp industry of Kentueky. I said the
people of Kentucky would see their fields devastated before
they would desert the principles of democracy. No field of
Kentucky was ever devasted on account of the people's devo-
tion to democracy, or was ever enriched on account of their
devotion to the principles of protection.

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Now, I want to go on with the
discussion of the foreign representatives of the Democratic
idea. In thus speaking I do so with entire respect for the ac-
credited representatives of foreign Governments to this country.
They are entitled to their opinions, and within certain limits
should have the privilege of expressing them, but I for one
insist that these gentlemen who come here to represent foreign
nations should not undertake to dictate to us what our policy
shall be. I remember very well that only a short time ago a
gentleman got himself into a little trouble by coming here and
advocating the election of the Democratic ticket, and it was
very much like unto the existing situation, and is therefore
worthy of recollection and repetition, :

The letter T am about to read, written from Beverly, Mass.,
September 13, 1888, followed by an explanation in the New
York Times, may be illuminating and throw some light on
the existing sitnation and on the rights of foreigners who are
representing their Governments among us. The letter reads:

I am in receipt of your letter of the 4th instant, and beg to say that
I fully :I.pl)re(,‘mtll the dificulty in which you find yourself in casting
your vote,

This was in the midst of the election of 1888, in which Har-
rison and Cleveland were running against each other. I call
the attention of my Democratic friends to this significant state-
ment, for it is as true now as it was then:

You are probably aware that any political party which openly
favored the mother country at the present moment would lose popu-
larity, and that the ty in power is fully aware of this fact. The
party, however, is, T believe, still desirous of maintaining friendly rela-
tions with Great Britain,

There never was a shadow of a doubt about that on earth;
not only then but now fthey have been anxious to maintain
friendly relations with Great Britain. I read further:

The party, however, is, T believe, still desirous of maintaining
friendly relations with Great Britain, and is still as desirous in settl
all -questions with Canads, which have been unfortunately reopen
ginee the retraction of the treaty by the Republican majority in the
Senate and by the President's message, to which you allude. All
allowances must, therefore, be made for the Ipuuticnl situation as
regards the presidential election thus created. It is, however, impos-
gible to predict the course which President Cleveland may pursue in
the matter of retaliation should he be elected, but there is every
regson to believe that, while upholding the position he has taken, he
will manifest a spirit of conciliation in dealing with the question
involved in his message, I inclose an article from the New York Times
of August 22 and remain,

Yours faithfully, L, 8. SACKVILLE WEST.

Then follows this item from the New York Times, then, as
now, advoecating this pro-British doetrine in America :

There is this further consideration in favor of supporting the admin-
istrution on this jssne. It will leave the guestion still open for
frtwdl; means of settlement of some kind, while a supg;ort of the
Senate's position would close all avenues of future negotiations and
bring upon the country the disastrous consequences of refallation, hos-
tility, and possible war. It would put an end to all prospect of im-
roving the commercial relations of the United States and Canada.
R‘his is one of the guestions which the people will keep in mind in
casting their votes next November.

What happened to Sackville West? He was immediately re-
called by the direct action of Grover Cleveland, the President
of the United States, But times have changed. The spirit of
internationalisn? is abroad in the land. The League of Nations
has been discussed. Tremendous efforts have been made to
drag us into all the entanglements and all the broils of Europe,
and if it can not be done politically in one way, there arc thou-
sands of people in the United States, including certain papers
in New York, which intend to do it in another way, and if they

can not get us immediately, as a national unit, info all their
political entanglements and involvements, they intend to have
free trade, as nearly as possible, and to gend their representa-
tives over here to inculeate that doctrine among our people and
among out citizens. These men have the right to express them-
selves in their own countries, but I deny the right of the repre-
sentative of amy foreign government, accredited to represent
his people here, to come within the confines of the United States
and instruct us as to what course we shall pursue with refer-
ence to the policies of our Government,

Let me go on. This is a special to the Washington Post :

The Ttallan ambassador, Vittori Rolandi Riccl, asked to explain the
attitude of discrimination against American goods embodied in the
tarilt legislation of his Goyernment which has been in effect since
August, and which proposed legislation threatens to make still more
discriminatory, sald:

“In accordance with the policy long since adopted by several of
the principal countries of the world, including the '['r::nil:z:ci[v States, the
Italian Government was obliged to increase the schedule of import
duties upon many items.

“The increase in customs dutles generally was not very high,
Nevertheless, If the campalgn of the Amerlean agriculturists (the
farm bloc) carried on for a high protective tariff on the few ol ves
and lemons which they supply for home consumption is forwarded
and as a result the tarll raised, the Ttalian Government will be obli
to augment further the duty on Ameriean agricultural products
ported by Italy,

“ 1t is obyvious that if you will prevent us from gelling you those
products which are natural to our country, we shall not be able to
purchase; besides, if we had those means at our disposal we would
logically rather s‘]mnd them in another country which wonld not bar
the opportunity of selling our products."”

In other words, that is a threat that if we put up the tariff
and do not buy of them they will cease to buy of us, They buy
of us now because they have to buy of us, and we will continue
to sell to them just as they need our products and just as we
have been selling. Ag I have explained here in language unmis-
takable, and in figures irrefutable, there is no alteration of the
currents of trade by the imposition of a tariff duty. All the
figures show it, and there is no one to stand and challenge it in
the light of the history of the past.

When our Italian friends came here in unnumbered hundreds of
thousands from Italy, why did they come? They came in part
to stand under the protecting shadow of the American flag
and to be benefited by the freedom which it guarantees. But
in part they came to enjoy the prosperity of the United States.
They came to share in the good things we have so abundantly
bestowed upon us in this Republie, and they were all welcomed.
The gates of Castle Garden always swing inward; they never
swing outward ; and they swing inward because of the prosperity
of the American people, prosperity made possible by continued
protective tarifl enactments, and these people are here to enjoy
the blessings and the benefits which always come from such a
beneficent policy.

We welcome them here, and I know that no Italian in the
United States can best secure his job or best increase his wages
by bhaving more imports from his country to compete with what
he produces in the United States, nor ean any other man labor-
ing in this country under onr flag best increase his opportunity
or enhance his wages by bringing a larger flood of imports from
abroad, thereby depriving him of the right to earn his bread in
the sweat of his honest face.

We have no objection to these people expressing their honest
views, but we have objection to them trying to dictate the poli-
cies of the United States, so long as they are accredited here
as the representatives of their nation. Suppose Colonel Harvey
should get up in London and tell them they had to pass a tarifl
bill, or tell them they had to do something, or we would not do
business with them. He would not last long over there, would
he? They would send him home, and they ought to do it. It is
not his business to go over there and dictate the policy of
any Kuropean government. It is not theirs to comes here and
dictate ours. This is an American policy, this is an American
Government, and it is to be dictated to only by the sovereign
voice of the American people.

I have other quotations from the speeches of the ambassador,
but I shall not read them. He further inveighed against our
policy of immigration, but I shall not take the time to read what
he said abont that. He also attacked the policy of prohibition.
Whatever anyone may think about it, it is our policy ; we made
it; we are responsible for it. While it is the law we ought to
enforce it. If we do not like the law, let us repeal it or modify it.
So we would do if the great majority of the American people
thius believed, but I do not think they yet do believe that way,
and I hope they never will, speaking for myself,

Sir Auckland Geddes, the very able and distinguished ambas-
sador from England, made a speech in March in which he said:
CHicaco, March 12.—With America holding two-thirds of the suppl
of gold in the world, American business can no longer look for cash
ayments for exports to England, accordiog to Sir Auckland Geddes,

gr{ush ambassador to the United States,

m-
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This is from an Associated Press report published in the
morning papers of March 13, 1922:

Ameriea must find a means whereby cash payments would not be

quired or she will face complete loss of her English export trade, now
“ dwindling because there is no money in England,” 8ir Auckland says.

Reciprocal trading between mand and the United States was one
golution of eredit men here Sat y. S8ir Auckland alsoe suggested that
American business use British service, such as insurance and the use
of English ships, as a means of solving the problem of diminishing ex-

s'lso:n ghlch he attributed almost wholly to the lack of eash in

We must not have an American merchant marine, must not
have a merchant marine on this side. Who said so? The
British ambassador. We must use British ships, we must
employ the British merchant marine to do our carrying. This
mighty Nation, situated as it is between the two imperial
geas of the world, ought to have the carrying trade of the earth
and bear American commerce in American ships, built by
American laboring men, investing American capital, and flying
always the American flag. Is not that the right policy for the
United States? Oh, but our friend from abroad says no; we
must use British ships; we must not have an Ameriean mer-
chant marine, or they will not trade with us.

“The question for Ameriea to decide,” Geddes said, *is whether she
wants to open the country for trade or throw up a barrier.”

Now, Mr. President, he iz a very great man, a very capable
representative of a mighty people, and yet I think is going
entirely outside the bounds of propriety in attempting to die-
tate the policy of this mightiest of nations in the recorded his-
tory of time.

I might go on and show the articles that have been written
by Nevinson, Gibbs, Gardiner, Repington, and many other
British publicists and writers, writing articles for news-
papers and magazines every day in the United States, ex-
ploiting this British doctrine and inveighing in caustic ferms
and unmitigated fashion against the protective-tariff doctrine,
There you have it. It is the American doctrine as against
the British. It is our idea as to what we shall do with our
own Government as against the interference of all other Gov-
ernments. 1 desire as one Senator to resent interference from
abroad in our domestic affairs.

They get happy over there when the Democrats are in power.
We all remember the letter written by Ambassador Page to
Woodrow Wilson when they passed the Underwood-Simmons
law, the lowest tariff law by odds in the history of the Nation,
with but 63 per cent on the average on imports. What would
happen to us now or in the future when those countries are
resuscitated and rehabilitated and get on their feet commer-
cially and industrially if we had a 63 per cent tariff? I shall
not stop to describe, because we are not going to have it.

The Senate is determined on it, this Congress is determined
on it, and our President is determined on it. The American
people have so decided, and we intend to listen to that voice
and to pass this tariff bill. i

Ambassador Page said:

1 can assure you emphatically that the tariff act does command their
respect and is already having an amazing influence on their opinion of
our Government, 5

He wrote that to Woodrow Wilson, President of the United
States. He was our ambassador to England. He said that it
was having an amazing influence on their opinion of our Gov-
ernment., Well, it had an amazing influence on our opinion of
our own Government—mnot the Government, but the acts that
were passed and the destruction it brought, because everybody
knows that by 1914, when the war intervened, we were headed
directly for catastrophe, just like all previous low tariff laws
had produced in the United States. There is no question about
it in the world that the interposition of the World War saved
us from that disaster. What else did Mr. Page say?

Lord Mersey, a distinguished law lord and a fine old fellow, of the
very best type of Englishman, said to me last Sunday: “1 wish to
thank you for stopping balfway in reducing your tariff; that will only
half ruin us.”

We have not any desire to ruin them. That is not our
object. But old St. Paul said, “ He that careth not for his own
household is worse than an infidel,” and we do not intend to
rest under that charge. We are going to look after our own
people and care for our own household, and no one need be
alarmed about dwarfing our influence or diminishing the esti-
mate in which we are held by the people of the world.

Mr, President, we have gone through trials and tribulations
to the present time. We went through a war which saved us
from the disastrous effects of the Democratie tariff. We have
come safely through it and new conditions now confront us.
These new conditions are exaggerated beyond anything that
ever existed before the war. Wages abroad are lower than ever
before and wages here are higher than ever before,

So far as the great markets of the United States are con-
cerned, the cities of Germany are closer to them than our own
western cities. They are practically side by side. How can
our Demoeratie friends expect to employ our laboring peonle
in our factories and pay the wages we are now paying when
precisely the things we are making in our factories come in
from all their factories in competition with what we produce,
made by men who get one-tenth to one-fifth what we pay our
men? It is an utter impossibility.

It is just like having a factory in Ohio and one in Indiana,
running side by side, making the same thing, and paying five
times the wages in one that were paid in the other. It could
not be done. It is utterly impossible, and nobody but our Demo-
cratic friends, skilled in argumentation along theoretical lines,
would expect such an impossible thing to oceur.

So, my friends, notwithstanding the many difficulties that
surround us and the obstacles that have beset us, we propose to
pass this bill. Like Grant said, we intend to fight it out on this
line if it takes all summer—not only all summer, but until the
snow flies. The Democrats will not endeavor to prevent its
passage until after election. Oh, no; they would then be play-
ing into our hands. They want to pass it just before election.
They want to do with this bill just like they did with the Mec-
Kinley law, and we do not intend that they shall do it if we can
help it, and if we can not help it we intend to stay here and fight
along this protective tariff line to the very last, because we be-
Heve it to be absolutely essential to the prosperity of our coun-
try and to the greatness of our land,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, it is always delightful to
listen to our genial, talented, and truly eloquent friend from
Indiana [Mr. Warson]. I know of no man who possesses
greater gifts of speech than the Senator from Indiana, and
when he has taken time for preparation he is, of course, enter-
taining.

It is not my purpose to undertake now a general answer to
the speech which the Senator has made. To speak the truth,
there was so little of the speech that related to the bill, or had
any pertinence to the questions we have been discussing here
now for five or six weeks, that it does not really require any
answer unless it were desirable to enter into an academic dis-
cussion of the differences between Democratic theory of the
tariff and the Republiean theory of the tariff. Most of the
Senator’s speech might be characterized as graveyard matter.
It is something like the discussions that have taken place
upon the hustings duoring the past half century with reference
to the merits of the protective tariff system as compared with
the low tariff principles advocated by the Democratic Party.

Practically no attention was paid by the Senator to the real
issue raised by the bill, and which has been raised in the dis-
cussions which have taken place in the Chamber up to this
time. I should say, making a rough calculation, that not 10
per cent of the time which the Senator consumed here this
morning had anything to do with the bill, or with the real
issne that grows ount of the bill, or with the contentions that are
being made here from time to time by the representatives of
the two sides of the controversy.

The Senator did, however, in the beginning of his speech un-
dertake to defend the committee for the time it has consumed
in bringing before the Senate this pressing guestion—pressing
from their standpoint—and the time that has been consumed
by them since in its defense.

In the first place he tries to justify the committees of the
two Houses for delaying a measure which fhe Republicans
promised in their platform should be immediately passed if
the Republican Party should be given control of all branches
of the Government. He has one excuse, affer another for
these delays. “ Other matters had to be considered,” he said,
“ pesides the tariff, and therefore we were longer in prepar-
ing our tariff measure than usual.” Well, always in making
tariff measures in committee other things are being discussed
in the Senate and in the House, but the fact that other bills
have to be enacted into law contemporaneously with this is no
excuse for the delay.

There was a distinet promise to the people of the eountry on
the part of the now dominant party that the tariff should be
passed speedily upon its coming into power, and it was esti-
mated that it would only require a month or two to enact it
into law. Instead of that we find that 18 months and more
have elapsed since the Republican Party came into power in
all branches of the Government and the tariff bill has not yet
been passed. It has been argued that since it came in here
we have heen responsible for the delays. But who is respon-
gible for the delay of a year amd a half before it got here?
What was the trouble with the Hepublican Party that it ecould
not carry out its promise to speedily bring in the tariff bill?
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It was because the Republican Party was not in harmony upon
this question. It was because one element of the Republican
Party was seeking to frame a tariff especially in the interest
of 4,000 members of the big industries of the country and
another part of the Republican Party was demanding a tariff
in the interest of the people, There was no progress made,
Mr, President, until the two wings of the Republican Party
got together upon a logrolling proposition and united in an
agreement fo divide the spoils of protection. This bill would
have been Iin committee yet, in all probability, but for that.
That is the secret of the delay, and this mongrel and un-
natural measure is the kind of bill that has emerged as the
result of the * harmony ” that was at last restored in the Re-
publican ranks.

The Republicans finally brought out a bill that imposes
taxes amounting in the aggregate, when the increase of prices
resulting from these taxes is taken into consideration, to
three billion or four billion dollars, or practically as much
as we collect from the people through the internal taxes
which we impose. They have brought us out a bill, I say, to
impose those taxes upon the many millions of the people of
the United States, embracing the laboring man, the farmers,
the clerks, and the salaried men, whose returns upon their
investments are not 2 per cent a year. Certainly it is true
with reference to the farmers that the net income upon their
investment is not 2 per cent a year, and 50,000,000 of farmers
will have to pay one-half of this $4,000,000,000 of additional
taxes. To whom? The pitiable sum of $300,000,000 to the
Government and the balance to about 4,000 manufacturers and
profiteers in the country, who are making incomes ranging
from 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, to 100 per cent upon their investments,

I say the bill never could have been brought out if a trade
had not been consummated by which it was sought—and I
am afraid it was accomplished—to purchase the support of
the element which stands usually for the 50 per cent who
have to pay half of these taxes and who make only 2 per cent
on their investment. The bill was brought about by promising
that there would be given to a few of the farmers of this
country certain benefits upon the particular produects which
they produced as a compensation and a consideration for their
represenfatives yielding their peosition and agreeing to sup-
port a measure framed in the special interest of 4,000 people
who are making exorbitant profits as against the millions
who are making practically no profits. That is the reason
why in the committee there was such great delay in the con-
sideration of the bill.

I am not speaking now of the delay that took place while the
bill was in its formative stage in the other House or while it was
going through the process of hearings before the Senate com-
mittee, with a view to its revision and rewriting: I am not
speaking about that; that necessarily occupied a good deal of
time. I am speaking about the time that was taken in the Sen-
ate Finance Commifttee room considering the measure and
framing the 2,000 amendments which we are now discussing,
and which I shall show before I get through are just as far re-
moved from the principle of protection about which the Senator
from Indiana [Mr, Warsox] has been talking so much as is the
earth from Mars. There is involved in this bill no principle of
protection, as that prineciple has heretofore been understood by
any man or party in the discussion of the question,

It took the Republicans how many months, Mr. President, to
report the bill? It took them three months to make these 2,000
changes. Let me say in passing that no other tariff bill with
which I have had anything to do—and I have had to do with all
that have been passed here during the past quarter of a cen-
tury—has had more.than 400 or 500 amendments put on it. This
one has had over 2,000 amendments attached to it; and it took
the committee approximately three months to draft them. Why?
The Senator from Indiana said it was because conditions here
and abroad, throughout the world, were so upset and upturned
and chaotic and disorganized that the committee had to go back
to the fundamentals; that they had to take up and consider all
sorts of questions in connection with the framing of these
amendments.

Mr. President, the very debates which we have had here show
that that was not the cause, The rates in the pending bill
were not fixed upon any rule; they were not framed upon any
measurement of the amount of protection to which the indus-
tries were entitled. Nobody can successfully contend that they
were. They were made by a sort of a haphazard, a guess, the
committee generally guessing that what the seeker for protec-
tion desired was the correct rate to which he was entitled.

The Senator from Indiana says that his side of the Chamber
did not discuss these questions. Mr. President, when they did
undertake to discuss them, after they were forced to do so, they

clearly showed that they had never analyzed the basis which
should support any rate of tariff taxation, and they showed
an utter lack of knowledge, an utter want, I will say, of infor-
mation as to questions which have heretofore heen considered
absolutely essential to the framing of a tariff law. So they
were not really engaged there in the work of finding out the
facts which should be obtained in order to levy rates upon the
protective principle at all, but their discussions here and the
debate as it has been developed show that they had no knowl-
edge of and were not in possession of any information as to .
these matters.

What were they doing, Mr. President, in those secret sessions
for three months, with the corridors outside swarming with
the seekers of favors from the Government, with these sup-
pliants for subsidies and bulldozers of bounties from the Gov-
ernment, with these pleaders for privilege in taxing the masses
of the people of'the country for their own special benefit and
profit? They sat there conferring with one of these representa-
tives and then with another, getting their views and hearing
their demands as to what they wanted.

It took them frequently a long time to reconcile the views of
the members of the committee with the views of these seekers
of bounties from the Government, and they never would, as I
have heretofore stated, have been able to bring about a recon-
ciliation except for the logrolling scheme to which they finally
resorted in order to enable these seekers for special privilege to
get all that they asked; and all that they asked is so far above
what they are entitled to upon any principle of protection that
I say the duties imposed by this bill bear no resemblance to the
principle of protection and are as far removed from the prin-
ciple of protection as is the earth from Mars.

What is the use, therefore, of the Senator from Indiana con-
suming two hours of time—precions time from his viewpoint,
because from his viewpoint it is extremely desirable that this
proposed legislation shall be enacted speedily and shall be put
upon the statute book so that it may demonstrate its vir-
tues (?) before election day-——when nine-tenths of his two and
a half hours’ speech this morning was consumed in discussing
things that have absolutely no pertinence to the question which
is under consideration?

Mr. President, with the exception of a few hidebound Repub-
lican Party organs, organization newspapers, newspapers parti-
san under all circumstances and all conditions, there comes
from outside of this Chamber, from every impartial source
throughout the country, including the disinterested manufac-
turer—for there are a great many of them who do not partici-
pate in this drive against the pocketbooks of the American
people—from the press throughout the country, without refer-
ence to whether it is Republican or Democratic or independent
or nonpartisan or religious or agricultural, trade or commerecial,
not a voice of protest against the discussion of the pending bill.
With the exception of the little clique of partisan newspapers
there comes not a single charge that the discussion on the part
of the Democrats is filibustering, but, on the contrary, there
comes a chorus from every part of the country and from all
sources of public information in this country highly commend-
ing this discussion, saying it is enlightening to the people, that
it is doing good, and if the bill is to pass without further
amendment—material, radical amendment—of the taxes it im-
poses, the discussion ought to continue until the bill shall be
defeated, even if it takes a year or two years to accomplish that
great end.

I am not speaking loosely ; I am measuring my words. I ask
the Senator from Indiana to point me to any complaint against
the discnssions that are taking place here upon this floor npon
this bill, outside, as 1 say, of the small clique of bhitterly
partisan journals. I ask him to go to the files of the metropoli-
tan press, to start with the great Republican organs—papers
that have heretofore stood shoulder to shoulder with the Re-
publican Party in all of its efforts to establish the protective
system in this country—go to them first, then go to the inde-
pendent press of this country, the great metropolitan inde-
pendent papers, the small journals of the cities of ten to fifty
thousand people scattered throughout the conntry; let him take
the dailies of his own party, the independent dailies, and the
dailies of the Democratic Party, and I ask him after he
shall have done that to come here and file a list of the great
papers in this country, exponents of public opinion that are
entitled to respect and that have the confidence and respect
of their readers, and point out those who are criticizing and
who have eriticized this debate.

Mr. President, has it been solely in the interest of party
polities, as they claim? What has been the fruit of this dis-
cussion? I would better ask that question of the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr, McCuoumser], who has charge of the bill,
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than of ‘anybody else, I reckon. I should like to have him get
up here and state to the Senate how many of these rates, in
these daily merning executive sessions that the committee holds
from 10 o'clock until 11 o’clock, he has reduced from 10 to 25
or 30 or even, as to some of them, as much as 50 per cent
because of the disclosures and the discussions that have been
taking place upon this floor, and let him tell the Senate how
many of the amendments to the schedules that we have already
discussed he has taken back to the committee, and with refer-
ence to which it is now considering radical reductions in the
rates because the discussions have shown that the taxes he
proposed wonld be oppressive and unjust to the people of the
United States.

Mr. POMERENE., Mr. President, the Senator has made a
very valnable suggestion, and I wondered if he had a memo-
randum of the number.

Mr. SIMMONS. I have not made it.
from North Dakota could better make it.
. Mr. President, only last Saturday about 12 paragraphs of the

metal schedule were passed over, after we had been discussing
items, both before and after that, in the same general classifi-
cation and category. There were 12 items, I think, that were
to be looked after by a Senmator who happened to be sick the
day they were passed over. When on Saturday I suggested to
the Senator from North Dakota that we should take them up,
as they were then in order, and should dispose of them, he
advised me that the committee intended to bring in amend-
ments, material amendments, to every one of those paragraphs
that had been passed over.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr, President——

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator just let me finish this?
Not only that, Mr. President, but day after day Republican
Senators on the other side are giving the committee to under-
stand that in the light of these discussions that have brought
out the iniguity of these rates the committee can not rely
upon them for their support unless the committee do reduce
these rates, and radically reduce them. That group was led
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cumymins] a day or two ago
in a very notable speech in this body.

I yield to the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. JONES of New Alexico. Mr. President, I just wanted to
call attention to a statement by the chairman of the committee
in corrohboration of what the Senator has just said. On June 1,
when we took up the tariff bill, the chairman of the committee
stated:

I desire to su several committee chan in the aph.
is the paragraphggtehe:t relates to ?Llnder, crnﬁte:;. and shﬁ?gas%. gerflE
erally known as window glass, and that character of glass.

I wish to say at this time that the committee in its first hearings
guve 20 much time to the paragraphs of the bill on which there were
contests that it may be that in some instances where there was no
contest it did not give the consideration that ounght to have been given
to the amendment of some of the House provisions. It was under-
gtood that the committee ghould be in on every morning for the
purpoge of looking her into any of these matters as they arose.

¢ committe has carefully gone over paragraph 219 and will sug-
gest an amendment to each one of these rates, with the exception of
the first one.

And then he proceeded to enumerate a number of changes,
clearly stating, as I interpret his language, that they brought
in here a bill which was not even digested in the committee
itself. ;

Mr. SIMMONS. After three months’ work on it.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico, After three months' work; and
they expect us and the Senate to accept such work as that
without investigation or discussion.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think it is not ventiring
too much to say that in the light of the exposures—for you can
not call it anything. else—ihat have resulted from these dis-
cussions, it would have been absolutely impossible to pass this
bill through the Senate, even with the logrolling agreement
that has been entered into, unless very material reductions
were made all along the line.

Mr. President, we have not yet quite finished the third
schedule. We are just coming to that part of the bill which,
to my mind, is most monstrous of all the unthinkable propo-
sitiong in the bill. T think, as we go along, that the reckless-
ness of the committee in writing these exorbitant taxes against
the people into this bill will be made more and more apparent
and glaring, and that before we get through with it, unless
the bill shall be practically rewritten in these secret morning
sessiong of the committee, there will be such a revolt, such an
uprising, such an outery, such a denunciation from one end
of the country to the other, irrespective of party, that the
majority Meuibers will hardly dare to ask its enactment, and
will be glad of an oppertunity to drep it, and say it was killed
by *“ the filibustering tactics of the Democratic Party.”

I thought the Senator

Mr. President, if there is any filibustering, they are doing
their part of it now, and it may be that that is the reason—
that they have discovered that the thing is so bad that it can
not be repaired, it ecan not be remedied, and the best thing
to do is to join this side in a whole-hearted discussion of all
of these items, and take up time, and finally let the bill fail,
either here or in eonference, and then say that * the Democrats
filibustered ” to such an extent that they were not able to get
it through in time to have it become a law during this session
of the Congress.

Mr. President, I am talking in a practical way. I am not
dealing in pyrotechnics. I am not dealing in graveyard stuff,
1 am not talking of the academic discussions of 15 or 20 or 23
Years ago. I am talking about this bill—the thing they now
propose to enact Into law. That is what we have been trying
to get the Republicans to talk about; but whenever we ask
them to talk about this bill they begin to talk about protection
and the American laborer, and make the same hackneyed speeches
we heard so much 25 years ago. Before I get through I want
to throw some light upon what they are doing for the American
laborer as compared with what they are doing for the American
millionaire and the American magnate of the tariff—the Ameri-
can trusts and monopolies.

The Senator read from a great many speeches that were de-
livered in past times. I think he went back as far as John C.
Calhoun and reviewed the discussions then, and then he fol-
lowed them up and reviewed the discussions up to the passage
of the latest tariff act on the part of the Democrats and on the
part of the Republicans, discussions of the great fundamental
principles underlying the differences in the thoughts and the
policies of the Democratic and the Republican Parties upon the
great question of tariff taxation. He said that we were hearing
the same old thing here in this Chamber that was echoed and
reechoed in these speeches of bygome years. Mr. President,
there has not been on this side of the Chamber a single aca-
demic discussion of the question of protection or of free trade
or of revenue tariff, and no such discussion has heen made on
the other side of the Chamber except by the junior Senator
from Idaho [Mr. GoopiNg], The other discussions here have
related to this particular bill and have been closely confined to
this bill.

The Senator says we are making prophecies, and that we
have made these prophecies before, and that they have all van-
ished into thin air when election day came, Mr, President, I
think the Senator forgot recent history. He forgot the only
Republican tariff bill that has ever been passed that bore any
relationship whatever to this one. That one did have some re-
gard for the protective principle. This has none. That one
was based on some thought and some information as to the
undgrlying principles of protection, This has not. That bill
carried a rate of forty-odd per cent. This bill carries a rate
at least 50 per cent higher than that did, and it is laid in such
a way that it is at least an additional 50 per cent more oppres-
sive than that bill was.

The Senator says that that bill brought great prosperity to
the country, and he read figures of imports and exports in
millions and biltions until the Chamber reeked with his figures,
showing the wonderful development that had resulted from the
Payne-Aldrich tariff and the other Republican tariffs, and the
great advance that we have made in world trade, all called to a
halt as the result of the passage of the Underwood bill

Mr. President, he forgot the fact that our balance of trade
during the first year under the Underwood law was 18 per cent,
as compared with 4 per cent under the Payne-Aldrich law,
He forgot the fact that in 1921, the only other normal year—
for 1921 was a normal year, so far as foreign trade was con-
cerned—under the Underwood rates our balance of trade, for
that single year, was as much as our balance of trade during
the four long years under the Payne-Aldrich law. He did not
tell us about that in his rhetorical and eloquent flourishes about
the great benefits of a protective tariff. He thinks that nothing
built up this country but a protective tariff. He thinks there
has been no development in the world during the past quarter
of a century except in America. The figures which are known
of all men who study history show the contrary. During that
period we may have led the procession, but there are oOther
countries which have come tramping pretty close upen our heels
in development and progress, economically, financially, and
industrially.

When he spoke of our prophecies with reference to the effect
of the enactment of this imiquitous Republican measure now

made as being like those which have been made in the past, I
am compelled to think the Senator has suffered a lapse of mem-
ory. He could not have had hiz mind upsn what happene! in

I was here, 1 wish the Senutor

this very Chamber in 1909,
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could have heard, as I heard, the eloqueni onslaughts of the
great Senator from Iowa, the elogquent and masterful Dolliver,
when, day after day, he leveled broadsides against the Payne-
Aldrich bill, just as we are leveling them against this bill.

I wish he could fiave been here and could have heard the
eloquent and practical present senior Senator from Iowa [Mr.
Cuamains], who sits just across the aisle from me, when he,
together with his great colleague, led the forces against the
Payne-Aldrich bill, and predicted dire disaster to the Republican
Party if that measure were adopted.

Has the Senator from Indiana forgotten those prophecies?
Has the memory of the Senator from Indiana so far lapsed
that he has forgotten the consequences of the Senate and the
Congress refusing to take the admonition and warning of the
two great Senators from Iowa? Has he forgotten that? Upon
what issue were the campaigns of 1910 and 1912 fought out?
They were fought out upon the issue of the tariff rates in the
Payne-Aldrich bill. That was the issue in 1910 and in 1912,
and what was the result in both of those years of a contest
in which that question was put to the test, and the people were
allowed to pass upon the facts that called forth these prophecies
of the two great Senators from Iowa, reinforced by a few other
great Senators on the other side, as well as on this side of the
Chamber? In both of those contests the result was most disas-
trous to the Republican Party, reversing its control of the
House and the Senate in the one campaign, and when it came
to a direct question of electing a President upon that issue the
Republicans carried but two little States in this Union.

Yet the Senator says that our prophecies are vain, and that
he is not concerning himself about them in the least. If he is
not concerning himself about them, the leaders of his party
outside of this Chamber are concerning themselves about them
very much, and I think before we get through with this busi-
ness we shall find that everybody on the other side of the
Chamber, including the eloguent Senator from Indiana, will be
concerning themselves about it, and doing everything they can
to take the back track, and to try to placate the wrath and
indignation of the American people.

Mr. President, away back yonder in the days of William Me-
Kinley, the greatest apostle of protection this country has seen,
buf a man who looked at protection from the standpoint of na-
* tional welfare and sanity—William McKinley foresaw, as all
the great protectionists of that day foresaw, that the only way
the protective principle could possibly be preserved, and the
only justification, in fact, for its existence and application, was
through domestic competition in the products of the country.

When the argument was made that the duties asked would
practically shut out foreign importations or greatly restrict
foreign importations and thereby affect competition at home,
we were assured that prices would not be increased, We were
assured by these gentlemen, these first expounders of the doc-
trine of protection, these great apostles of the doctrine of pro-
tection, when it was probably in its swaddling clothes in this
country, that there would be no increases in domestic prices
as the result of the enactment of a protective policy; that, on
the other hand, as soon as we should begin to produce the
product in this country to a point anything like the demand
of the country, the domestic competition would be so keen that
it would keep down prices, and that instead of the exclusion
of foreign products advancing prices, it would result in a re-
duction of prices.

Mr. President, you yourself are a great protectionist [Mr,
FreLinegHUYSEN in the chair]. I want to ask you if that was
not the plea of protectionists, put forward when this prineciple
was first advanced and urged upon the American people? We
then said, “ No; we want competition. We are entitled to com-
petition. If you keep out the foreigner. you will simply in-
crease the price.” They said,
will take eare of that.”

I know Senators on the other side of the Chamber all de-
serted when I began to reply to the forensic and sophomoric
speech of the Senator from Indiana; they have all departed
from the Chamber. They will not hear argument; they will
not listen to facts. I want to ask them nevertheless if they
would be in favor of protection if it were certified that there
would be no competition in the domestic market hetween domes-
tic producers and that the prices of products would be fixed
by the producers in combination and agreement and always
fixed as high as the tariff would bear?

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President

Mr. SIMMONS, If they would go before the people and say
that to-morrow, I guarantee you that they would not get 5
per cent of the votes of the American people in the next elec-
tion. I shall now proceed to show that that very condition

“No; the domestic competition

will inevitably arise as the result of the adoption of the rates
carried in this bill,

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN In the
chair). Does the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Sen-
ator from Georgia?

Mr. SIMMONS.
great pleasure,

Mr, WATSON of Georgia. Now that it has been boldy pro-
claimed that the purpose of these Republican tariff bills is to
put profits into the business of one branch of American industry,
namely, the manufacturers, does not the Senator from North
Carolina, as a great lawyer, believe that any taxpayer in
America could enjoin the enforcement of these rates?

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I would not say that, in view
of the decision of the Supreme Court with reference to the un-
limited power of Congress in imposing this class of taxation.
But for that I should say undoubtedly that the Senator’s ques-
tion should be answered in the affirmative.

I am seeking to answer the Senator from Indiana by a prac-
tical dizcussion of this particular bill. I do not want to deal
with the dead past as the Senator from Indiana did; I am deal-
ing with the present. This bill is not going to tax people who
are dead and in their graves: it is going to tax the 110,000,000
people who are living here to-day. It is going to tax them
whether they are making 1 per cent profit or 2 per cent profit,
and more than half of them are not making more than 2
per cent profit. It is going to tax them from 30 to 40 per cent,
sometimes as high as 100 per cent, and I can point out cases
where it will tax them 150 per cent for the benefit of four or
five thousand especially favored people in this country who are
making profits upon what they produce all the way from 10
to 100 per cent.

I said a little while ago that the protective principle was
based upon the theory that prices would not be enhanced by
reason of the exclusion of the foreign prodnet; that domestic
competition would protect the people; that that competition
would keep the prices down, and that therefore the consumer
need not be in fear because of these duties. If that had not been
advanced as a reason why the people would not eternally have to
pay these high rates of duty, the protective principle never
could have been engrafted upon our économic system, What
has happened? I want to show that what has happened in the
United States since that time has made the protective prin-
ciple, as understood by McKinley and Blaine and Dingley,
absolutely impossible of fair application to America.

Is there any domestic competition in this counfry to-day?
In 90 per cent of all the products of this country, outside of
farm products, is there any competition in this country to-day
between the producers? Can anyone name any great industry
in this country to-day that is not absolutely dominated either
by a trust or by some agreement that is tantamount to a trust
in its effect upon competition?

In the Lockwood investigation Mr. Untermyer took the testi-
mony upon the glass schedule in the hearings before the Finance
Committee, and from that testimony showed conclusively that
there was an understanding and agreement that fixed the price
as to practically all glassware products of this country. He
showed that there were three great associations, and that there
was dnother sort of holding association composed of elected or
selected members from those three great glassware associa-
tions. This holding company, so to speak, this association com-
posed of the representatives of the three great glassware asso-
cintions, fixed the prices and the terms and conditions under
which the produect was sold, thereby eliminating every vestige
of competition. .

The following is from the New York Times concerning the
glass combine:

[From the New York Times, May 21, 1921.]

GLASS COMBINE PUT PRICES UP 400 PER CENT—LOCKWOOD INQUIRY RE-
VEMLS AN ENORMOUS INCREASE, MOSTLY SINCE THE ARMISTICE—RULED
BY THREE ASSOCIATIONS—PLANNED TO CEEATE AN ARTIFICIAL SCARCITY
IN COMMODITY BY SHUTTING DOWN PLANTS—PARQUET FLOORING BOOST—
PRICES QUADEUFPLED IN FOUR YEARS, BUT RISE WS CHECKED BY HOUS-
ING INQUIRY,

A combine of glass manufacturers controlling Prnctlrull_v £350,000,000
worth of window, plate, and rough glass anuually has Increased prices
400 per cent since 19135, according to evideuce bared before the Lock-
woodpf‘ommi ttee yesterday. The signing of the armistice and the relaxa-
tion of Federal supervision on industry was followed by a rise in prices
of 250 per cent for the year from the end of 1918 to the end of 1919.
Prices increased 150 per cent from 1915 to 1918,

The combine consists of three national associations, known as the
National Association of Window Glass Manpufacturers, with headquar-
ters in Pittsburgh; the Plate Glass Manufacturers of America, with
offices in the same bullding; and the Association of Manufacturers of
Rough Glass, The national associations are allied through membership
in the National Glass Distributing Association, the organization of

I yield to the Senator from Georgia with
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jobbers, which covers the United States and which is diyided into the
Eastern Association an(} the Western Association. The jobbers handle
th?i‘!?lia't:?\?ht-l:rfcct\h?e?a:l?::lag;uégﬁhel Untermyer and George R. Brennan,
his assistant, showed that the glass manufacturers kept a strict super-
vision of the amount of glass manufactured, arranged a4 *' quota " of the

roduct to be manufactured by each member, fixed uniform prices, and

d the factories shut down when the * quota ' was obtained.

A circular sent to the trade of J. R. Johnston, secretary of the Na-
tional Association of Window Glass Manufacturers, stated that many
factories would complete their “ quota ' before the first week in May
and some reported that they would have their * quota  in 12 weeks In-
stead of 15 or 16 weeks. When the 16 weeks elapsed the furnaces were
* plown out " and the workmen laid off.

Take any other industry vou please, If it is an important
industry, if it is big enough to attract or justify a trust or
a combination or a concerted action of this character, they get
together upon price fixing, and in this way all competition in
the domestic market, in the material and essential and staple
products of the country, outside of the products of agricul-
ture, has been brought to an end under the process of monopo-
lization into a trust or agreement that names the prices at
which the product shall be bought and sold in the American
murket, without any reference to the law of supply and de-
mand and without any reference to the law of competition.

When the people of this country have lost, as they indeed
have lost, the benefits of domestic competition the very founda-
tion stone of the protective tariff system is gone and it can
not be justified for a minute, when we admit that the prices
in this market are not regulated by competition but are regu-
lated by monopoly. I defy the present Presiding Officer of the
Senate [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN in the chair] or any advocate of
protection to rise on the floor of this Chamber and say that the
protective principle can be justified if it be conceded #hat
domestic competition has been stifled by ‘monopoly, by trusts,
by associations, combines, or understandings of any character
whatsoever.

So we now have no foundation for the protective system,
If we had, even then there is no protective tariff in this bill
How can anyone, then, justify a protective tariff, even if we
have competitive conditions, which I say is the basic principle
upon which protection must rest? 1f we take out the founda-
tion stone, the whole temple falls of its own weight.

Who is undertaking upon the floor of the Senate, when these
rates have been aftacked, to justify them upon any principle
of protection that has ever been ‘advanced heretofore? Who
has undertaken to argue that these tariff rates measure the
difference in the cost of production here and abroad? Does
anyone believe for a minute that the American people would
consent to tax themselves to proteci these industries from for-
eign competition to further increase the profits already exces-
sive and out of proportion to those of nine-tenths of the people
or for any purpose save to equalize cost of materials and
labor and thus bring about fair conditions of competition?
Did Aldrich, did McKinley, did Dingley, or did anybody who
has ever spoken in behalf of protection in this country attempt
to justify it upon any other principle than that of difference in
cost of production? It was always the poor laborer of the
country whose wages must be kept up to the American standard
and that we must give protection to in order to measure the
difference in wage cost. That was the cry. If there was a
difference in the cost of the materials of production, that was
also to be equalized. Nobody has contended in these debates,
however, that there is any substantial difference in the material
cost here and in foreign countries of many, indeed most, of the
things contained in the bill. In fact, as a rule, 1 take it that
it will be agreed that the material cost in most foreign coun-
tries is just now about as great as here. Especially is that true
where the foreign manufacturer must purchase his own raw
materials elsewhere. Of course, if the raw materials are pro-
duced in the country of production. there might be some slight
difference in cost in favor of some countries of Europe.

Europe is our industrial competitor, but if the difference
in exchange cuts against us in the case of imports of foreign
merchandise, the same thing cuts against the foreigner when
he hus to buy his raw materials from abroad. It may, there-
fore, be laid down as a general principle that there is prac-
tically none or little difference in most of the manufactured
products of this country and of Europe with reference to ma-
terial cost. It has not been seriously contended here that there
was, as a rule, any substantial differences. Wherever there has
been a feeble effort to justify any of these rates upon the pro-
tective principle, it has been upon the basis of difference in
labor cost. Nobody on the other side of the Chamber up to
this time has been rash enough to contend that the duties in
this bill were pecessary to equalize the labor cost here and
abroad, except in isolated cases of certain German products,

such as toys and knives. They do not attempt to justify it on
that principle. On the contrary, they admit that that prin-
ciple of measurement had to be scrapped, and had to be
scrapped because it had been impossible to get data in the
present unsettled condition of affairs. In the uncertain status
of markets here and abroad it was impossible to get data as
to the cost of production abroad or even here, and therefore
the rule could not be applied.

Now, having abandoned that fundamental principle of pro-
tection, they have laid down and attempted to justify the bill
upon the ground that as fo one country in the world, and only
one country in the world, the selling price of the foreign prod-
uct imported to this country is very much below the selling
price of the domestic product in this country. That country is
Germany. From that country during the last year we imported
only $88,000,000 worth of products, and to that country in the
last year we exported $347,000,000 worth of products. Be-
cause, therefore, of the importation to this country of $88,000,000
as against our exportations of four times that muech to that
same country, they insist that these rates shall be raised from
50 to 100 per cent higher than the labor costs of those products
in other countries of the world, and in many instances 50 per
cent higher than the total labor costs of the product in this
country.

Mr. President, upon that subject I have some data which I
wish to place in the Recorp. I am not going to put in the
Recorp a lot of moldy old speeches of a half or a quarter of a
century ago. I am not going to fill the Recorp and take up
the time of the Senafe reading from what John €. Calhoun
said or what Vest said or what Clay said or what some great
statesman of the past, either Republican or Democrat, may have
said about protection when it was an academic question in this
country. I am going to show the facts with reference to labor
costs, always heretofore regarded as the foundation upon which
tariff taxation must rest.

The rates in this bill are made high, it is claimed, because of
the difference in the labor cost here and in Germany—not
generally, but in Germany, the country to which we sell four
times as much as we buy from it. I venture the statement that
when we investigate the facts it will be found that German
products sell nearly as high in this market as American products
sell for in the German market, and that we have been able to
sell her four times as much as we bought from her during the
last year because of the cheap prices at which we have offered
her our products.

I have some figures here about this labor business, I have
obtained these figures through experts furnished me by the
Tariff Commission. The calculations have not been worked out
by free traders; they have not been framed up by tax dodgers,
as many of the figures that are brought in here on the other
side have been framed up by people who are seeking to gouge
the American public. They have been prepared for me by a
Government oflicial expert, and the bases of the ecalculation are
the official figures. I am going to read some of them, though it
would take too long to read them all.

The first striking example that I have is wrought pipe. The
total wage cost of producing wrought pipe in this country—not
in Europe but in this country—is 18.2 per cent of the total value
of the product. That is the total labor cost. The duty imposed
in this bill upon the imports of that product is 27 per cent; in
other words, Mr. President, the duty levied upon this product
iz 9 per cent higher than the total labor cost of the product.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I think the Senator from North Carolina
means 50 per cent higher,

Mr. SIMMONS. It would be 50 per cent in the comparison,
but I am merely stating the difference in percentage.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The tariff rate is one-half higher.

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; it is one-half higher,

The next item is adding and calculating machines. Those
are very much in use in this country, and are very much more
important to the men who are engaged in business than a re-
hash and recital of musty old speeches of the past quarter of a
century. The entire labor cost of this product is 25.7 per
cent—not quite 26 per cent. The duty imposed upon it is 30
per cent, :

Mr. KING. Will it disturb the Senator if T interrupt him?

Mr. SIMMONS. Not at all.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, of course, I can not challenge the
accuracy of the expert's statement as to the labor costs as
the statement has been submitted tpf my distinguished friend ;
but I venture the assertion that those cosis have been put en-
tirely too high. The labor cost in the entire chemical indus-
try—and labor there is higher for the product returned than
in any other Industry, I should imagine, because of the tech-
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nical gkill supposed to be involved—and the labor cost there is
only 8 per cent, Before the war it was only 83 per cent of the
value of the product.

Mr, SIMMONS. What is the average duty which this bill
puts on commodities in the chemical schedule?

Mr. KING. The average duty is from 150 to 600 per cent.

Mr. SIMMONS, With a labor cost of only 8 or 10 per cent?

Mr. KING. With a labor cost of only 8 per cent of the en-
tire value of the product. I can not comprehend, if in the entire
chemical schedule the labor cost is only 8 per cent, why it
should be 20 per cent in the industry to which the Senator from
North Carolina refers. g

Mr. WALSH of Montana.
an interruption?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. .

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should like to inquire whether
the statement is controverted by anyone on the other side?

Mr. KING. 1 do not think it can be.

Mr. SIMMONS. I presume it can not be, for it is based
upon the official records.

Again, Mr. President, as to structural iron not made in steel
mills, the labor cost is 20.83 per cent, while the duties upon it
imposed in this bill range from 30 to 40 per cent—double the
entire labor cost in this country of the product.

Again, Mr. President, in the case of tin plate and terneplates,
articles of common use in this country, the labor cost is 5.9 per
cent—eall it 6 per cent—while the protection given in this hill
is 8.2 per cent.

In the case of brass and bronze the labor eost is 20.4 per cent,
while the protection accorded is 46.2 per cent—more than twice
the entire labor cost. In the case of copper smelting the labor
cost, as I understand, is made up of two items, which would
make it 19.1 per cent, while the duty is 36.3 per cent.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr., President, I should like to ask the
Senator a question. He has given the labor cost, for instance,
of wrought pipe, as I recall one item. Does that mean the total
labor cost from the ore in the mine to the manufacture of the
pipe?

Mr. SIMMONS.
product.

Mr. POMERENE., Out of what? Out of the iron or the
steel, as the case may be?

Myr. SIMMONS. Yes; if it is a manufactured product.

Mr, POMERENE. It includes the one process?

‘Mr. SIMMONS. No; it includes the labor—the employees,
clerks, stenographers, and office force—all the labor that is
properly chargeable against that product.

AMr. POMERENE. But what I am trying to get at is whether
it covers all the processes from the ore in the mine to the pig
and from the pig later on to the finished product?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not understand that this would include
the mining of the raw material.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator specify what he means
by copper? 1 did not understand that.

Mr. SIMMONS, It reads “ copper smelting.”
reason I was a bit uncertain as to what it means.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. If the Senator will pardon me,
there is some ambiguity there which ought to be cleared up.

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator if he will not clear it up,
for I do not know much about this industry—especially nomen-
clature—while the Senator from Montana is familiar with it.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It is quite plain that the item re-
fers to manufactures of brass and bronze and copper and to
such smelting as is incldent to the manufacturing of the prod-
uct, not to the smelting of the copper or the zine ore which en-
ters into the composition of the brass and copper.

Mr, SIMMONS. That was my understanding.

The next item that I come to is electrical machinery, appa-
ratus, and supplies. There is a tremendous output of those
products in this country, the output being practically a billion
dollars’ worth. The eniire labor cost is 23.9 per cent; call it
24 per cent. The entire labor cost of this great product in which
everybody is deeply interested, which enters so universally into
our daily lives and the expense of living is 24 per cent in round
figures, as against a protection of 40 per cent under-this bill.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I take it that a very
large portion of the remainder of the cost is attributable to the
cost of materials entering into the produect.

Mr. SIMMONS. Certaigly.

Mr. WALSH of Montan Of course, with reference to many
of the raw materials we have an advantage which, to some ex-
tent at least, offsets the advantage in the lower cost of labor
abroad. The copper, for instance, produced in this country go
largely is obviously available to the American manufacturer at

Will the Senator pardon me for

I means the total cost of manufacturing the

That is the

a less cost than it is to the European manufacturer, the differ-
ence in cost of transportation across the ocean and to the place
of use alone being a considerable itern. So it is with a multitude
of things which are manufactured from raw materials of which
America is the source.

Mr., SIMMONS. Yes. I am putting these figures into the
Recorp for the purpose of showing that even if the commodities
which we buy from abroad did not cost anything in the way of
labor over there, if they were sold without real labor cost to
the exporter, there would still be 50 per cent more duty imposed
in the bill than the entire labor cost of the product in this
country.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly, and I was endeavoring
to draw attention to the fact that in determining whether any,
duty is necessary in order to equalize conditions there are
other elements than labor which must of necessity be taken
into consideration.

Mr., SIMMONS. Undoubtedly—and, as the Senator says, in
many instances these other elements are in our favor, as in the
case of copper just referred to by the Senator.

Mr. President, the next item is stamped ware, of which
$100,000,000 is the value of the domestic product; the labor cost
is 23.4 per cent; and the duty ranges from 40 to 60 per cent.
For enamel ware, domestic labor costs 25.7 per cent, the duty
is b cents a pound fo 50 per cent ad valorem, For bath tubs,
lavatories, and sinks, the labor cost 30.5 per cent; the protec-
tive duty 40 per cent. For table cutlery the labor cost in the
AmErican factory is 43.5 per cent and the protection is 132 per
cen .

Think about that, Senators!

Razors: Labor c 6.1 per cent; protection, 175 per cent.

Knives, except table knives: Domestic labor cost, 46 per
cent ; protection, 166 per cent.

All other cutlery: Labor cost, 36.7 per cent; protection, 134
per cent,

Edged tools: Labor cost, 32.3 per cent; protection, 40 per
cent. 3
Files—an article in conunon use in every household and on
every farm: Labor cost, 35.2 per cent; protection, 44 per cent.

Hardware: Labor cost, 20.3 per cent; protection, 40 per
cent.

Wire: Labor cost, 18.6 per, cent ; protection, 35 per cent.

Wirework, including wire rope, and so forth: Labor cost,
17.1 per cent ; protection, 40 per cent.

Aluminum ware: Labor cost, 17.7 per cent; household ware
made of aluminum, 15 cents per pound and GO per cent; eleciric
attachments, 15 cents a pound and 70 per cent.

Clocks : Labor cost, 33.6 per cent; protection, 41 per cent.

Watches, including parts of watches and clocks: Labor cost,
89.6 per cent; protection, 58 per cent.

1 have here a most {lluminating case, Mr, President, furnished
me by the president of the Fair Tariff League, a protective-
tariff association claiming to have 1,500,000 members. He says:

American women are paid 4 cents for kniuigf a pair of cheap wool
socks, plecework, but American women are taxed 18 cents on a pair of
these same stockings. This is four and one-third times the labor cost.
The woman operative gets a wage of 4 cents. Against labor's 4 cents
the woolgrower gets 5 cents protection and the factory 13 cents.

Mr. President, I am simply taking advantage of this occasion
to put in the REcorp some matter, and it is not graveyard stuff,
either; it is live stuff, pertinent to the duties in this bill. 1 do
not wish to take the time of the Senate to read all of this mat-
ter; but upon the same line, with reference to the comparison
between the total labor cost and the duties in this bill, T ask
permission to insert without reading certain documentary mat-
ter that I have. This data is with reference to the matter that
I have been discussing. In getting this permission, I do not
want to abuse at all the privilege.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, AsHussT in the chair).
Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

The Fair Tariff League of Racine, Wis, through its president, Mr.,
H. E. Miles, says that the tariff should be purely a business proposi-
tion, That is good business talk. There is no place for party politics
in tariff making. The Republican and Demoeratic Parties have come
iu.ite near each other in their tarl® declarations. The last definitive

epublican statement was in the platform of 1908, which said that the
measure of protection should be the difference in cost of production
here and abroad. The Democrats say the tariff should be for revenue,
with incidental protection. These viewpoints are not so different that
they need prevent the framing of a business tariff on business lines,

I{ut the Fordney-AcCumber bill imposes duties far higher than have
ever dreamu; of before. It pays no attention to the difference in
cost of preduction. It is a bonus bill for manufacturers.

Amera:an,women are pald 4 cents for knitting a pair of chea
stockings, but American women are taxed 18 cents on a pair o
stockings. This iz four and one-third times the r cost.
woman operative gets a wage of 4 cents, Against labor's 4 ceunts the
woolgrower gets 5 cents protection and the factory 13 cents.

wool
these
The
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The Aluminum Trost gells aluminunr to Americans at 21 cents 'Iﬁ.:
{mund and exports it to England, where the price is 15 cents.

rust is a monogoly. It started with a paidin capital of about
200,000, which has grown in capital and dividends to some $70.-
),000. Its costs are substantially as low as anywhere in the worl(i.

but the Fordney-McCuomber bill would make its duty from 5 to 9 cents
per pound on the metal and 70 per cent on kitchen and table ware.

'l‘i[;e cheapest machine-made lace, such as poor women use, nrade here
as cheaply as anywhere in the world, is taxed 90 per cent, With the
wholesuler's and retailers’ charges this will be 180 per cent upon the
lace the working woman and the farmer's wife wear. :

The proposed duty on wool will add $4.15 to the price of a cheap
dress, part wool, part shoddy. In anticipation of it the American
Woolen Co. has nlready increased its prices 10 to 45 cents per yard.

LINOLEUM.

The Fair Tariff League, of Racine, Wis., says that American women
buy very many yards of linoleum every year. The American manufac-
turers of linoleum have made large profits ‘Biy supplying American
women with it. But the Fordney-McCumber bill gives an additional
bonus to the manufacturers. It authorizes them to add 35 cents to
every dollar of their price. And their price is already nearly double
what it was in 1917. The cost of making a square yard of molded,
inlaid linoleum in this country is less than 59 cents. In England the
cost 1s nearly 82 cents. A duty of 10 per cent would more than eover
the difference in cost of production here and abroad. But the Fordney-
McCumber bill gives a duty of 35 per cent as a bonus to the American
manufacturer. It gives him three and one-half times what he has any
right to claim, and it gives it to him at the cost of the housewlfe in
millions of small American homes,

GLUE.

Almost every American home contains a bottle of glue. It is made
of the by-products of the pnekmg_ house, good for nothlnpf else. Any
tariff is a gift to the packers. he Fordoney-MeCumber blll gives the
packers a bonus in the shape of a duty of 25 per cent npon glue. The
glue makers will stick the consumers, the women of America. that
much more. The packer would be glad to sell a dollar’s worth of this
by-product for a dollar, but Uncle Sam gives him the right to charge
£1.25 for a dollar’s worth, so, of course, he will do =o.

JEWELRY.

.Tev?e!ry of the quallty usually sold in department stores, ete., is
made more cheaply In the United States than anywhere else in the
world. The only imports of cheap jewelry are fancy novelties. In
1920 imports were six-tenths of 1 per cent of domestic prodnction; in
1919, 60 cents worth was imported for each $100 worth made. We ex-
port much more than we fmport. The present duty Is 60 cents on the
dollar. The Fordney-MeCumber bill gives the manufacturer a bonus of
20 cents more, 80 cents on the dollar.

FURTHER STATEMEXNT OF MR, MILES.

(Statement of H, E. Miles, chairman Fair Tarlff League, a protectionist
organization representing farmers, wage carners, manufacturers, and
distributors.)

It is a crime to call the Senate tariff bill a protectionist measure.
Our league has analyzed every schedule, There is no worst schedule,
Fach one is an utter betrayal of the principle of protection as defined
by the Republican Party and every protectionist and reguiring that each
ratehlineasure the difference in cost of production here and abroad. Look
at this:

The poor woman’s bread knife with a 10-inch fluted blade is sold
from American factories for 6} cents: the duty proposed is 18 cents,
The figures are the same for the common butcher knife with 6-inch
blade. The cheap wood-handle kitchen table knife is sold for 4} cents;
duty, 6.85 cents. So with all table cutlery, of which 48 per cent of
all that was made in the United States in the last three years was
freely shipped to all rts of the world. The makers meet and * fix
prices " against American consumers annually.

The cheap check gingham of which the poor woman's dress is made
is now shut ont of the American market by a 15 per cent duty. None
has come in in 20 years. The ;I:rincipal manufacturer showed a capital
of about $4,000,000 in 1886. since which time he has increased Rt to
about $40,000,000 and declared some $30,000,000 of cash dividends.
He is now cutting wages. The Senate proposes to increase his duty
to 89.2 per cent. The total wages in the cotton mills of the United
States average about 16 per cent., The duties are often twice this
total wa%e percentage and more,

Wea all remember the scandal of a few years ago when under the
Dingley law sewing-machine makers exported their erodm:r at prices
far below their domestic prices. The Simmons-Unilerwood law put
them on the free list. They produced in 18919 $43.694.919. Of their
total product they exported to all quarters 25 per cent in 1919, 35.7
per cent in 1920, and 16,7 per cent in 1921, when foreizn countries
were too poor to buy freely. We imported only one-half of 1 per cent
in 1919, seven-tenths of 1 per cent in 1920, and nipe-tenths o# 1 per
ecent in 1921. The Senate offers these manufacturers 25 per cent on
sewing machines worth less than $75 and 40 per cent om more expensive
machines. Thus does the Senate of the United States propose to go
into the sewing-machiné business and make themselves the initial force
in low prices for export and extortion agninst American consumers.

I happen to know from inside and authoritative sources that the
great Singer Sewing Machine Co., which Is sald to produce S0 per cent
of all the sewing machines made in the world, fills its orders from
China, Japan, and other oriental countries, and these orders are very
extensive, from its New Jersey factory because it is cheaper to do so
than to ship from its British factory on the Clyde, with the so-called
¢heap labor of free trade England.

The whole tariff is exactly of this sort. The
ing is taxed 120 to 140 per cent, the rich man's

[From the New York Journal of Commerce, May 19, 1022,
BARYTES AS AN EXAMPLE,

A day or two ago there oceurred in the Senate a characteristic debate
which centered around the tariff rate of barytes. The Finance Com-
mittee had recommended a rate of $5 per ton on crude and $10 per ton
on manufactured barytes, as against a rate of £1.50 per ton in the
Payne-Aldrich law. Debate brought out the fact that barytes is im-
ported but little into this country, the bulk of what comes in being
used on the Atlantic coast, while the domestic product is used in the
western cities. It was apparently largely as a price-fixing expedient

oor man’s wool cloth-
5 per cent.

that the committee had granted the $5 rate, thereby permitting mo-
nog)iy charges to be set by local owners of the mines,

f course, there was little trouble in gutting to flight the * cost of
production” argument. It appeared that the rate was equal to fully
100 per cent protection, and at the same time an increase of three and
one-third times the pre-war rate on the article. Minin¥ men testified
that the tariff was enough to cover the costs of the most expensive ore
now being mined in any industry, so that as affecting this particular
product there was not, by the wildest stretch of imagination, the least
ground for the proposal to establish a rate of $5 per ton. Neither on
the basis of protective theory, mor on_ that of comparative cost, nor on
that of sllpqosed advantage enjoyed by countries of low currency
exchange could there be defense of the suggested tariff duty.

Barytes is not a commodity of popular consumption. The “ average
man " does not buy much of it. Ige\-ertheless, it figures in the cost of
things he does buy, and the effect of playing into the hands of western
mine owners by giving them an exclusive monopoly of this market
would be simply to raise the cost of all products in which barytes
figures as an element of expense. Among these are various rubber
products, paints, and other items. The barytes rate was thus a plan
to assess monopoly profits indirectly opon consumers of paints and
rubber goods of the kinds in which barytes figures, This was not an
isolated example, for the same * prineiple " runs all through the tariff,

[From the Chicago Tribune, Tuesday, May 23, 1922.]

The common argument in favor of a protective tariff is to the effect
that without such tariff the products of cheap tor::ﬁn labor, perhaps
combined with cheap raw materials and low overh costs, ean com-
pete so- successfully with American products in American markets as
to put the American competitor out of business, close his factory, or
reduce his workmen to starvation wages. That is a good argument.
?ult it doesn't always hold. There are sifuations in which the reverse
s true,

Consider the aluminum business, which we have mentioned before, not
because of any antipathy but because it appears to afford startling
illustration of possible dangers In & high protective tariff. 'The produe-
tion of crude aluminum in the United States is controlled by a monoPA
oly, the Aluminum Co. of America. In addition to producing virtually
all the aluminum smelted in this country, that concern, through its
subsidiary corporations, is a large producer of fabricated aluminum,
such as kitchen utensils, and incidentally makes a vast amount of
aluminum castings for use in automobile manufacture, £

It has as competitors some 35 or 40 independent aluminum cooking
utensil manufacturers and several hundred independent aluminum
foundries. It supplies these independents with ingots and sheets from
which their products are manufactured. It is frequently delayed in
filling orders for such materials. The better business becomes and the
grcl»uto‘r! the demand for materials the more likely is the supply to be
elayed.

Two eourses then are open to the independents. They can buy abroad
or close or restrict their plants. A prohibitive tariff would prevent
them from buying abroad. It would also allow the monopoly to put
any price it might desire upon its supplies. The effect upon these inde-
pendents, employing some 10,000 men, is easily understood. It goes
further than that. The average welght of aluminum used in automo-
biles is estimated at more than 100 pounds, The effect of protection
of the monopoly upon our vast automobile business would be important.

Yet a tariff which the independents consider prohibitive, and which
they say would allow the monopoly to close their plants and put their
workers out of a job, is now on the schedule. And that * protection ”
is asked by and for a monopoly which earned more than $10,000,000
net in 1920 on a capitalization of less than $19,000,000, If such a tariff
arrangement could be made in the aluminum business there is little
doubt that a similar arrangement exists among others of the thousands
of items on the bill. Such a duty does not protect. It exploits, It
demands careful investigation of the entire bill.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Indiana thinks that we
ean further curtail our imports by raising the wall of protection
to such heights as will exclude many products that are now
imported in considerable quantities and still enjoy our foreign
export market.

AMr. President, this is a strange argument, in the light of the
facts as developed in these discussions. It has been conclu-
sively shown that we are not now flooded with foreign imports
under the present law, under the moderate import duties that
now obtain. Our imports from all the world last year were not
much above normal, while our imports from Europe, the coun-
try to which we sell most of our surplus of manufactured prod-
uets and probably two-thirds of our surplus farm produets, last
year were actually below normal. They were less than they
were in any year under the Payne-Aldrich bill. I have the
figures here, Mr. President.

Mr. KING. Notwithstanding our population is very much
enlarged.

Mr. SIMMONS., Notwithstanding our population is much
larger. Under the low rates of the Underwood bill last year
our imports from Europe—and it is upon Europe, as I said,
that we must rely for a sale for our wheat, our cotton, our
pork, our lard, and other fat products, as well as a large part
of our manufactured products—our imports from all of Europe
last year, 1921, were ouil].\' $764,000,000. In 1910, the first year
under the Payne-Aldrich bill, our imports from Europe were
$790,000,000, about $30,000,000 more than in 1921,

In 1911, the second vear under the Payne-Aldrich law, our
imports from Europe were $770,000,000, $6.000,000 more than
they were last year. Our imports in 1912, the third year of
the Payne-Aldrich law, were $900,000,000, or $136,000,000 more
than in 1921. In 1913, the fourth year of the Payne-Aldrich
law, they were $864.000,000, or $100,000,000 more than in
1921, So that it is troe that our imports from Europe in
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1621 were less than they were any year during the time the |
Payne-Aldrich law was on the statute books, and they were
about $25.000,000 less than they were in 1914, the first year
of the operation of the Underwood law. Therefore, they are |
now below normal, so far as Europe is concerned. |

Europe owes us practically $12,000,000,000. If Europe should
pay us the interest upon that $12000,000000, it would take
practically all they receive in exchange for the goods we now
buy from her to pay that interest. Business men, great finan-
ciers, masters of industry, bankers, political economists recog-
nize, and many of them have asserted heretofore, that it was a
question whether we would not have either to arrange to take
European products in payment of the interest upon this debt
or to cancel it, and many wise men in this country have advo-
cated a policy of canceling this debt, beeause they argued
that Europe could not pay the interest unless we accepted its
products in payment; that that would not be desirable under
present conditions,

If it be true that it would take substantially the entire
purchase price of the products we now import from Europe to
pay the interest upon her debt and it is questionable whether
for that reason we ought to insist upon payment of the interest
at this time, I ask how can Kurope pay us for its purchhises of
the vast surplus products of our fields, of our factories, of
our mines which we seek to sell her if we radically curtail
the volume of her present importations to us by the tariff bars
sel up in this bil? Where is she going to get the money to
pay us for these things? And must there not fellow a dis-
astrous slump in our export trade with Europe unless we are
willing to buy in reasonable measure what she has to sell us?
All healthy international trade is based on barter, and we
must buy if we expect to sell.

Mr. President, it must be obvious that there is no hope of a
continuance of that magnificent business we have in the past
enjoyed, and in large measure yet enjoy, in the sale of our goods
upon the Continent of Europe if we shall raise this wall so high
us to further materially reduce the already less than normal
importations from that Continent.

Last year we sold for the most part to Europe, $552,000,000
worth of wheat. We sold mostly to Europe something over
$500,000,000 worth of raw cotten. We sold mostly to Europe
in lard products and meat products nearly another half billion
dollars' worth, Of four agricultural products we sold to Europe
last year practically one and a half billion dollars’ worth of
products of our farms alone. Now, it is proposed to further
cut down imports from Europe, for no man who has studied
this bill can doubt that these high and oftentimes prohibitive
rates are aimed chiefly at the products of Europe, There are
high rates on some agricultural products, and some of these
will affect importations from Australia, of South America, Cen-
tral America, Canada, Cuba, and so forth. But the ohjective of
the bill and its rates is to curtail or exclude the products of
Europe, mostly manufactures. I repeat, the main purpose of
this bill is to exelude imports from the European Continent,
and I make the prediction now that if this bill passes, our im-
ports from Europe will dwindle to a fraction of what they are
to-day, amd when that happens, in the condition in which
Europe finds herself now, without gold to pay us, with impaired
credit, with practically no way of liquidating her purchases
except by exchange of products, we may look for g disastrous
slump in our export business to Eurepe, just as has already
tiken place in our export and our import business with Canada.

The emergency tarifi bill was aimed especially at Canada.
There is no use beating about the bush about that. Every-
body knows the emergency tariff bill was passed to shut out
Canadian imports from this country. What has been the effect
of that emergency tariff upon our Canadian business? In not
quite a year; since the enactment of that law, our trade with
the Dominion of Canada has dropped from $1,300,000,000 to
a little over $700,000,000, a reduction of something over $600,-
000,000 in one year.

Mr. KING. My, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator frem North
Carolina yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. SINMMONS. I yield.

Mr. KING. As a further result of this unwise and im-
politic economic policy, I direct the Senator's attention to a
fact which perhaps he has discussed, and which no doubt has
suggested itself to the able Senator many times, that when those
nations with whom we have been dealing, and who have been
taking our preducts in the past, are forced by our unwise legis-
lation from our markets, and are perforce compelled to find a
mirket elsewhere, the result will be that in a few years they
will be cut off entirely, even though we would be willing te
trade, because they will have developed new avenues of trade

| seek a market in South America,

and new fields in which they will make their purchases and
where they will make disposition of their surplus products.

Mr. SIMMONS, That is self-evident. If we shut English
manufactured products out of this country, of courge they will
and if they find a market in
South America instend of here, England will buy her agricul-
tural products from South America instead of from us.

If we shut out English manufacturers from this market, they
will seek a market in Canada, and they will buy their agricul-
tural products frem Canada instead of from us. The same
thing will happen with reference to Australia and Brazil and
every other country where manufacturing is not hLighly de-
veloped and where agriculture is. If, in other words, we cut
off our British imports of manufactured products as the re-
sult of this tariff, that does not mean that the British are
not going to continue to make those products and sell them,
but it means that they are going fo sell them in some otlrer
market. It will be in the market of an agricultural country,
and they will buy their agricultural products in that country
instead of buying them in this country.

Mr. President, we not only have lost practically one-half of
our frade with our neighbor, Canada, the best customer we had
in the world except Europe, but we are going to lose a great
deal more of that trade. Right now the authorities of Canada,
I am advised, are preparing to promulgate a new preferential
tariff in behalf of Great Britain. Instead of giving her the
comparatively moderate preference she now enjoys, hereafter
Great Britain is to have a preferential tariff rate of 50 per cent
over the United States and other countries. If that ‘happens, then
we are going to lose, and lose to Great Britain, by reason of a
stupid discrimination in tariff imposed here, a large pdtt of
the balance of this great and valuable trade we have so long
enjoyed. We are going to lose, to a large extent at least, the
best customer we have in the world to-day, except one, for our
surplus manufactured products.

Mr. President, a fact was demonstrated here the other day
in the debate, and it is a fact which T have the documents here
to show, though I am not going to take the time to do so now,
but before we get through with this discussion we will explode
a great many things that have been set up here as pretexts and
excuses to justify this unconscionable raid upon the pocket-
books of the American people. I have the data here that I
shall put in the Recorp when I get it a little better arranged
than it is now to show that as a result of the fact that most
of the staple products of this country are monopolized so as to
enable the producers to charge the American people what they
please, there is only one restraint upon their greed, and that is
the fear of fereign competition if they should raise the prices
beyond a certain level.

Under these circumstances the great trusts which now con-
trol probably three-fourths of our manufacturing industries
are charging the American people prices that range from 10 to
30 per cent higher than the prices at which they export the very
same articles and sell them to the foreigner. That is going on
now where there is trust control, and T say it is almost all-
pervading now. But when we leave those trusts without re-
straint with reference to the matter of price, when the present
tariff wall is gradually raised until it is twice and sometimes
three times as high as it is at present, so that they may charge
the American people without the slightest danger of foréign
competition from 25 to 75 per cent and more than they are
charging them now, they will be just as eager for the foreign
market as they are now. They will be more eager than they
are ngw, and they will, by reason of the higher prices and
profits they will then exact and get from the domestic consumer,
feel justified in selling their surplus abroad at a lower profit
than they would feel warranted in selling them for now. It will
be found when the bill is passed and these restraints are re-
moved, and the domestic prices have been jacked up, that the
foreign prices will not be likewise increased, but lowered, so
that they may be kept to the level of the world price and to
promote guick and heavy sales will in many instances be re-
duced below the world level,

What will be the outcome of these high duties? It will be a
higher price paid by the domestic consumer and a lower price
paid by the foreign consumer for the American product. If
that condition follows, am I not right in saying that the result
of your tariff will not be to protect the American consumer or
the American laborer? Nor will it be in the interest of the
American consumer or the American laborer,

Its sole benefit will inure to the manufacturers of those
products already rolling in wealth, already living in princely
mansions, and to the foreigner who buys the American manu-
facturer’s surplus.
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Are we here for the benefit of making a tariff in the interest
of the foreigner? These gentlemen say they are making If in
the interest of the American consumer and laborer, I say that
the result will inevitably follow of higher prices here and lower
prices abroad of the American-produced product, and in many
eases the foreigner will get the benefit of the tariff, and not
the domestic consumer.

Mr. President, I have talked very much longer than I ex-
pected, but before I conclude I want to put a few other things
in the Recorp, I have here a most illuminating article, which
appeared in the New York World the other day. They sent an
expert down here to make an investigation of the bill and of
the facts with reference to it and the tariff situation generally.
They asked him tfo thoroughly post himself and make an
analysis, and in this article he has made a very illuminating
analysis of certain schedules in this bill. It is stated that
other articles will appear. I have not yet seen the others, but
if they are as good as this I shall be glad to see them. It is
written by Mr. Elliott Thurston. I have had the pleasure of
meeting him and talking with him. He is one of the most
intelligent newspaper men I have ever met. This is one of the
strongest articles that has been written by any reporter from
the Capital since these debates began. T ask permission to
incorporate the article in the Recorp without reading it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AsgvUest in the chair).
Without objection, it is so ordered.

The article referred to is as follows:

DicraTeEp BY SvrErroepyisrs, TarirF Binu Wovnd App BUrDEN
EQUuAL 10 PRESENT TUNITED STATES TAXES—INQUIRY BY THE WORLD
Spows THR Forpxpy-McCuMner Mussure Wourp Cauvse Cost OF
Lavise 710 JUuMP AGAIN—AGENTS OF Hvuce ComeiNarions De-
MANDED AND GorT RaATES THAT WOULD INSURE INCOME OX WAR
ProFITS—“A DISGRACEFUL SPRCTACLE,” SAYS SIMMONS—NOTICE OF
INCREASE IN PRICES ALRBADY BENT OUT IN SOoME TRADES—RATES
60 Per CENT ABOVE NOTORIOUS PAYNE-ALDRICH BILL Basgp oON
Fiaures or ForeieN Costs Now CHANGED SHARPLY UpwaArp—Foob,
CLOTHING, BUILDING MATERIALS, AND OTHER NECESSITIES AFFECTEBD—
JoxERS CUNNINGLY CONCEALED WovLp Bar COMPETITION—HUGE
GoLD BricK For FARMERS BOUGHT FARM BLOC'S SUPPORT.

Do gou like to be gouged? Do you think any further burdens should
be added by the Government to the 'ﬁresent heayy war taxes and the
high cost of living? If not, do you know what youn will have to pay
it the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill should be enacted?

Every citizen of the land will come under new and heavy exactions,
for every necessity of life will bear its burdens under the bill. The
treasure will go mostly to swell the tremendous profits made by big
indunstries during the war.

Appreciating that the rlptmlic is not aware of what the measure
means, the World has had a careful inquiry made into the provisions
of the Fordney-McCumber bill by Elliott Thurston, a member of its
staff who has had much experience in such matters. Below is the
first of Mr. Thurston’s articles. Others will be printed at intervals of
two or threc days until the main points of the greatest tariff gouge
ever attempted are made clear.

[By Elliott Thurston.]
(Copyright (New York World) by Press Publishing Co., 1822.)

WasHINGTON, May 28.—Republican leaders hoped to have the Ford-
ney-McCumber tariff bill passed by the end of June, Now Congress is
likely to stay in session most of the summer, if not into the fall, in
the battle over this measure, for the Senate has begun only the open-
ing skirmishes. Bifter fighting is to come, for the country is £
awakening to what this measure means and protests are deluging
genators. Some of the Republicans show signs of breaking under the

re,

A careful inquiry into the bill gives plenty of reason for ular
outery. In all the country’s stormy history of tarif making slnc?e?%.sm
no measure ever before proposed for passa was 20 loaded with bur-
dens for the public. Other bills embogied okers, concessions to indus-
trial powers, and glaring inconsistencies, but none ever represented so
complete a surrender to the will of organized monopoly.

Here are some of the leading features of the Fordney-MeCumber
bill shown by the World's lnqujr{:

1. The high cost of living, which has been reduced so slowly and
laboriously, will gump again. An insurmountable tarhif wall will be
erected bebind which war prices could be charged for food, all sorts
of clothing, ehoes, housing, and other necessities of life without danger
of competition,

2. An “Iinvisible tax " estimated by experts for the Senate minority
to equal, if not exceed, the income and all other Federal taxes now
imposed would be wrung from the public under this bill. The bulk of
the proceeds would be handed over to the favored beneficinries under
tlut’[ proposed rates, enabling them to pay dividends on infated eapitall-
zation,

SUPERLOBEYISTS DICTATED RATES 60 PER CEXT OVER HIGH RECORD,

3. A small group of gsuperlobbyists, armed with the delegated power
of gigantic industrial monopolies, in many cases arrogantly demanded
and obtalned prohibitive rates which would insure income on swollen
war profits as well as old plants, Thbese superlobbyists are a new,
speclalized product of concerted pressure exeried by combinations,
Under their dictation the rates of the blll have been jacked up an
average of 50 per cent above the levels of the Payne-Aldrich tariff—the
highest heretofore—which caused a revolt in the eounhg_

4. An amazing string of jokers in new gulses, evidently Intended to
escape dimnveriy ‘m'nﬂingb-, ge of the re, been concealed
in the technicalities of the bill.

g1§a.nt1c gold brick would be unloaded upon the unsuspecting
farmer, who, for the sake of winning the farm bloe's support for the
bill, is allowed a few more dollars for his products. The information
that for every dollar he gains he will have to gar out $5 to meet the
increased cost of living is being carefully withheld from him.

8. ‘I'Illgh duties are pmpnsed on cement, brick, and other building
materials formerly on the free list, which would add to the already

t.ggrbirt:&attn b;nltdlngd ailild htmsinﬂ: cole;ts. lnT]tTﬁ dgt}fdsi m'mé’l_d'1 perpetuggg

ring an egal monopolies e buildin ades expo;

by tge Lockwood commitiee in Ne]:v York. : =
EUROPE COULDN'T PAY DEBTS,

7. Importations would be placed under a virtual embargo, thereby
blocking Furope's only means of imyin&‘ off her war debt of more than
$11,000,000,000 to the United States, he economically unhealthy gold
surplus weuld remain In this country—over 40 per cent of the world's
E:l supply is now in Federal reserve bank vaults—instead of flowing

ck to normal channels and stabilizing exchanges,

8. Unem?loyment and depression will result in those lines of business
and indus which depend upoen selling their surpluses abroad,
Fore markets will be closed to America when foreign goods are
excluded from this country. FEorope can npot buy of America except
thmuﬁh .the process of exchanging merchandise,

9. Notices of price increases in antleipation of the p&ssage of the
Fordney-McCumber bill, have already been issued to dealers by several
of the chief industrial favorites of the bill. 'These are industries
exerting a control of domestle markets amounting to monopely.

$100,000 REPORT NOW -ORSOLETE.

10. Framers of the bill, professing to abide by the Republican doc-
trine of fixing tariff rates to egualize the difference between production
costs at home and abroad, weed as a basis for their ealculations the
£100,000 report of the Reynolds investigating committee. This report
arbitrarily k foreign production costs o Az;iuat 1, 1921. These
costs have gince increased so much as to make the whole report obso-
lete and a falze basis of eomparison,

11. The bill would give the President the power to increase any
of the rates by 50 per ecent upon 30 8' notice, or to substitute the
discredited American valuation plan with its still higher rates of duoty.
This plan met with such general denunciation that the Senate was
for to kill it as a part of the bill {tself.

ORDERS OF MASTER TO SERVANT WHEN BIG INTERESTS SPOKE,

The superlobbyists were the men who wrote these provisioms into
the bill. Wielding tremendon:ﬂpolittcal wer as the delegates of whole
branches of industry, numbering hundreds of individual plapts and
factories, they approached the House Ways and Means Committee and
the Senate Finance Committee as dictators rather than petitioners,
They ve their orders. The orders were promptly obeyed with no
2 tzhnan a pretense of inquiry into the facts or justification of the

emands.

“1 have mever seen a more disgraceful spectacle than the way in
which the majority of the committee bowed to these representatives of
organized industry,’” are the words of Senator SimMoxNs of North Caro-
Hna, chief assallant of the bill, veteran of 20 years in the Senate and
chairman of the Finance Committee durindg the Wilson administration.
“ They did not come in as in the past and make requests. They came
in and made demands. Their orders were obeyed without gquestion as
the orders of a master to a servant are obeyed.”

MHN BEHIND THE SCHEDULES,

Item after ftem in the propesed bill bears the unmistakable mark of
their work. Some of it was performed in open committee sessions,
most of it behind closed doors in secret sessions,

Iere are some of the men who came before the o ittees as spok
men for huge industrial organizations, as shown by the RECoRrD:

Henry F. Lippitt, former United States Benator, Providence, R. I.,
representing cotton manufacturers.

ILur-ims N. Littauer, New York, representing manufacturers of cotton
Eloves. .
Htlr_{ace B. Cheney, New York, representing the Silk Assoclation of

i,

John P, Wood, Boston, representing the National Assoclation of Wool
Manufacturers,

Arthur V. Davis, president of the Aluminum Co. of America,

Willlam J. O'Brien, Baltimore, representing 83 of the 88 cement
companies in the country. 5

Tgose pames, taken at random from records of hearings on the vari-
ous schedules of the bill, illustrate the manner in which organized indus-
tries left their destinies In the hands of single spokesmen. Comparison
of their wishes with the rates in the bill shows the fidelity with which
the committees obeyed. Morwintod gtill are the meetings not made
a matter of record at which lilam M. Wood, president of the Ameri-
can Woolen Co, and other industrial powers, made known their will
privately and in advance.

JOEE ON THE FARMERS,

Most of the agricultural duties resulted from the trading of the farm
bloe, which went so far as to obtain rates on wheat and corn notwith-
standing the fact that America is the world's largest producer of both,
This has become one of the standing jokes at the present session.

Ever gince negotinting this trade—the promise of support for the hill
as against the duties they were awarded—members of the bloc have
been conspicuously absent from hearings in the Senate on the bill.

These unprecedented tactics in the drafting of the measure have not
passed without resentment even'in the ranks of the Republicans. Bew-
eral Senators of progressive leanings sadmit privately that thpr are
strongly against the extortions propesed and the methods employed.
But y are keeping silent in the interest of party unity, hoping for
revisions later. Senators LExrooT and Norris have gone so far as to
express their dissatisfaetion on the floor of the Benate. The breaking
away from the ranks of these two Senators—with the proapect of others
to follow—has caused the Republican leaders no little worry.

NO SIGXS OF DUMFING.

In so far as anyone has undertaken an explanation of the bill it
appears that there were two predominant motives considered. One was
rotection of the Amerlcan manufacturer against dumping—that is, an
nundation of foreign goods that would drive him out of business, The
gpecter of this catastrophe stalks across page after page of the testi-
giany taken at the committee hearings on the various schedules in the

~

Senator BiMamoxs bas attempted to run this specter to the ground.
He first pointed out that except for a few German toys and pocket-
knives, about which there has been loud wailing, no evidence of dumping
has yet heen shown.

Examination of the Department of Commerce’s figures aon imports
discloses no -evidence of dumping. On the contrary, imports Trom
KEurope in 1921 are found to be ﬂ , 000,000, which is $463,000,000 less
than in 1920. It is even less than in any year during the life of the
high Paype-Aldri¢h tariff. Likewise imports from all sources for the
eight months ending February, 1021, were §2,757,000,000. For the eight
months ending February, 1922, they ‘were $1,629,000,000.
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In other words, the statistics prove that instead of a swelling flood
of foreign goods pouring into America that alleged tide even
under the present Underwood tariff, at the rate of more than a billion

and a half a year.
MAINTENANCE OF WAGES PLEA.

The other leading consideration was maintenance of good wages for
the American worker. The champions of the bill, however, have not
elaborated their argument to the point where the Ameriean worker
can be shown how he is to gain if all his living costs are to go 3
again, and if industries depending on foreign markets can not s
their goods abroad. This instance is typical of the catch phrases ap-
plied to all tariff bills, particularly this one, in the belief that those
whom they are designed to reach will take them at their face value.

If the Fordney-MeCumber bill was ever intended as a revenune-produc-
ing measure, its sgonsors have ceased to defend it on that ground in the
face of the overwhelming opinion that no revenue can be expected of a
hllilse'ghlch will exclude the goods upon which the revenue is to be
ra 4

In all the sea of conflicting opinion and divergent tariff faith sur-
rounding and clouding the issues at stake, one fact stands out with
gingular clarity—the bill in its present form gives gr!ect satisfaction
to all the organized and mono{:olixed industries in the countrg. It is
their product. What happens to the public is something for the public
to worry about,

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President, I have not had much to say
about the agricultural schedule of the bill, except disapproval
of the methods by which many of the duties were written into
the bill and of the understanding that brought about supposed
harmony in the ranks of the Republican Party in connection
with those rates, but I want to read to the Senate an article
that appeared a few days ago in the Nebraska Union Farmer.
This newspaper, as I understand, published at Omaha, Nebr.,
is the official organ of the Farmers' Union of that State. I am
told by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] that the
editor is a Republican. I know nothing about that, but the
word of Senator Norris will be accepted by all. I judge the
editor is a Republican also, from some of his comments in the
article which I am going to read. The article which I wish
first to read appears in the April 26, 1922, issue of this paper
and is from President Charles 8. Barrett. Mr. Barrett, as I
understand, is the national president of the Farmers' Union.
That, as 1 am advised, is the largest farm organization in the
United States and probably has the largest membership. Cer-
tainly its membership is more widely scattered throughout the
country than that of any other farm organization. It is the
only great farm organization that has survived in my State,
and it still has there a very large membership. Mr. Barrett
has been its president for many years. He is an able man,
The article is as follows:

FArRMERS WORSTED ON TARIFF.
(By National President Charles 8. Barrett.)

With reference to the proposed tariff, Chairman McCuMBER of the
Senate Finance Committee makes a statement which is undoubtedly
true. He says: * We have given the agricultural interests of the
country a better standard of protection than has ever been given In
any previous tariff bill.”

I think that the farmers of the country are glad to feel that they
are likely to receive greater tariff protection on farm products; at
least, that is the im;;mss‘!en I get from talking with a number of farm
representatives here in Washington who have been acting for commodity
organizations of dairymen, wool, and eane growers, ete.

They have had a hard fight to secure what they consider proper
treatment, and in some instances are not fully satisfied that the tarif
duties proposed are sufficient, as, for instance, the organized dairymen,
who have made a very strong case for tariff protection agalnst the
importation of wvegetable oils. There is no doubt in my mind that
these commodity experts are amply fortified with data to show con-
sumers that they have taken the right course to protect American
agriculture.

IXDUSTRY GETS LION'S SHARE.

I feel that it iz a matter of concern that the farmers, in order to
secure what they believe is fair and reasonable and necessary in the
matter of tariff protection, have been forced to submit to unjustly
high, if not extortionate, {mport duties on many of the manufactured
articles produced in this country, which, 1 believe, instead of being
higher, should be lower. v

%s it not a sad commentary upon legislative conditions that in order
for the farmers to receive only what is just and adequate in the mat-
ter of protection, there must be months of logro]llng operations on
the pn.r¥ of Senators and Representatives, and that for every added
dollar which agriculture is to receive, the manufacturers, as a whole,
will receive probably six or eight times as much—and this despite the
fact that the capital investment in agriculture is $77,000,000,000,
while that of manufacturing is only $44,000,000,0007

If what some of the tariff aunthorities say is true, it looks as ir the
increased tariff rates which the manufacturers expect to get will make
possible an increase of their prices of upward of $2,000,000,000, If
this is so, then I suppose we must multiply the manufacturers’ priee
by two to get the price the consumers pay after the goods have gone
through the middlemen's channels.

On the other hand, I am unable to see where agriculture, as a whole,
can aggct to secure, through the proposed inereased dutles, more than
£250, ,000. 1 think this is necessarily so, since with reference to
the great sta)io’le products, like cotton and grains, and alse in the case
of hogs and their by-products, we are an exporting nation,

A NOTABLE PAMPHLET,

I have been forcibly impressed with the viewpoint of two well-known
manufacturers, George N. Peak and Gen. Hugh 8. Johnson, of the Mo-
line Plow Co., whose pamphlet, * E%ua]ity or Agriculture,” has at-
tracted so much attention. They, like myself, are not satisfled with
the present arrangement in tariff making. I do not know that I agree
entirely with their views, as when they say, * agricultural tarifs do

not protect agriculture, since world prices fix domestic prices of eve

o0 et peplen e [mmmpenet etk el Tl T
o read, * agricultur ariffs not adequatel

protect agriculture,” s ey

I fully indorse thelr statement that world prices fix the domestic

rices of the crops of which we export a surplus, and I am also most
rtily in agreement with their next statement that * industrial tariffs
can and dp rotect prices of articles for which a crop is exchanged,”
and that * the protective principle is operated for the benefit oﬂn-
dustry to the detriment of agriculture.

That 1s the situation that I must protest as representative of a great
national farm organization, and I think the time must inevitably arrive
when jockeying and logrolling, which have been forced upon the farmers
by the powerfully financed manufacturing interests, must give way to
a sound and sclentific tariff making, based upon publicly known, in-
disputable facts with reference to what is necessary In tariff laws,
to glve proper protection to the various husiness Interests of the Nation.

EXTORTION IN NAME OF LABOR,

I am morally certain that In many cases the highly pald attorneys
and technical experts of the manufacturing industry have put one over
on our lawmakers, for I am convinced that even with the gigher wiages
paid American labor in order more nearly to secure what is known as
the American standard of living, there are certain lines of manufactur-
ing which can produce as cheaply as any foreign nation, and In some
cases more cheaply.

This is because the American labor is highlg efficient and because of
the highly perfected automati¢ machinery, which in the case of knit-
ting works, to use an illustration, is sald to enable an operative to knit
150 dozen pairs of cheap socks a day. If $3 a day is the wage, and
this is much higher than in other nations for this class of work, then
the labor cost of knitting the 150 dozen palrs of socks Is 2 cents per
dozen pairs, or, in other words, less than seventeen-hundredths mP a
cent a pair; and yet, in spite of this condition, the Senators and
Representatives ugon whom agriculture has had to depend to secure
falr and reasonable protection have been forced to agree that the
present duties on hosiery will be practically doubled,

I wish it distinetly underst that in oﬂ'er{nf these observations .
upon the tariff situation I am making no criticism of the Senators
and Representatives coming from agricultural sections of the Nation
who have been planning the tariff measure or taking an active part In

it. They have dome the best they could under the circumstances.
‘g‘he§l had their duty to perform, and they had to work under a severe
andicap. "

A WELTER OF SELFISHNESS,

The manufacturers have swarmed to Washington, and with their
vast mass of statistics and balance sheets, literally overwhelmed a
large part of Congress. Only highly trained statisticlans, certified pub-
lic accountants, and manufacturing experts could possibly assimilate nnd
interpret the alleged facts and figures which many of these manufac-
turers have successfully pressed in bebalf of their clalms for still
further tariff protection.

The great manufacturing interests of this country have completely
outstrip the farmers in many ways, as is shown by the fact that
with only about 57 per cent as great an investment their annual turn-
over is many billion dollars more than that of agriculture; and also
by the fact that the present tarif schedules are likely to secure [n-
creased prices of upward of $2,000,000,000, making a total of $4,000,-
000,000 when passed through the middlemen’s hands, while, on the
other hand, agriculture will probably recelve through direct price in-
creases not over one-quarter of a billion dollars.

It is certainly worthy of comment that the officials of the Moline
Plow Co. referred to, Mr, Peak and General Johnson, fully acknowledge
the supremacy of manufacturing over agriculture. Qne comment which
these great manufacturers make is this:

“ Industrial tariff affords protection for Industry from cheap forelgn
competition, because industry can, must, and does regulate supply to
demand on domestic markets. It ecan, becanse it can control produc-
tion.  Even if overproduced, It is organized and financed to withhold
surplus until demand at fair value absorbs it. 1t must, because failure
to do so would destroy it by withdrawal of capital. It can eleet when
and whether it shall sell in export and at what price.”

TIME TO DO SOME THINKING,

This whole problem of benefits that agriculture can permanently ex-
pect to secure through our present method of tarif making—with agri-
culture as yet largely unskilled in the methods which will place it upon
a somewhat «:‘ual basis with manufacturing as far as securing a re-
turn upon its labor and interest upon its investments—must be taken
hold of one of these days with vigor and understandin?_

Secretary Wallace recognized this fact when recently he called to-
gether In Washlngton a group of financiers and business men to con-
sider the suggestions made by the officials of the Moline Plow Co. The
problem is =o intricate and forces which have so hugely profited from
tariff making in the past are so powerfully intrenched that it may be
some yvears before a better solution is found ; but at least it is a matter
worthy of consideration and getting ready to tackle.

Editorially: the publication says, speaking of the article
which I have just read:
THE PRICE OF PROTECTION.

President Barrett’s article on the tariff question in this issue affords
abundant food for thought. He suggesiz that the pending tarlff
measure would operate to increase the prieces of some of our aﬁrlrul-
tural products, such as wool, sugar, butter, and some of the fruits,
but that on the great staple farm products of the country—the corn,
wheat, colton, pork, and beef—it would have little, If any, effect.

The operation of the duties in the pending bill wounld give a total
increase In prices of agricultural products of not over one-fourth of a
billion dollars a year, President Barrett estimates. On the other hand,
he shows that the protection given to manufacturers would cnable
them to exact $2,000.000,000 a year in added prices on their wares,
which would be multiplied by two by the time the goods reached the
consumers.,

What will it profit the farmers of the country to secure effective
protection on a few relatively unimportant nirlmlmral commodities
at the cost of increased prices on almost everything they buy? We do
not wish to put words into President Barrett's mouth or draw conclu-
gions for him, bot il seems to us from his figures that farmers are
payllng ?IE x:ldighty long price for the so-called protection the tariff bill
would afford.

Farmers of the great Corn Belt fare particularly badly in this trans-
action. Prices of their staple products are not increased by the
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“ paper ' duties placed upon them. As consumers, however, they will
not onk' have to pay a large part of the increase in prices caused by
added duties on manufactured products but will also have to help Plz
the inereased prices for some of the agricultural products on W
the tariff is effective.

Fresident Barrett invites us to consider how farmers can a square
deil on the tariff question. We have pondered this question a great
deal, and have come firmly to the conclusion that farmers should cease
to ask’ for protection on their products. Then they could before
Congress with clean hands to oppose the demands of manufacturers.
Until farmers do this, they will be cheated regularly in the tariff-
framing game,

Next T insert an editorial from the same Nebraska farmers’
organ in its issue of April 12, 1922, as follows:

[Editorial by L, 8. Herron in thggl;;h]raska Union Farmer of April 12,

TARIFF DICKERING.

From Washington come rplgorts that the Senate has “ surrendered ™
to the farm bloc on the tariff. That is, the members of the farm bloc
are to be allowed to write the duties for farm products just as high
as they wish—providing, of course, they allow the manufacturing
interests to write their schedules as high as they please. Now, that
isn't just what we would call a surrender. It appears rather that the
members of the farm bloe have been taken into camp by the tariff-
sustained monopolists.

Kxcept in a_comparatively few cases, of which sugar and wool are
examples, tariff duties on farm products do not tend to enhance prices
in this country, because prices here are determined by the markets of
the world in which the surplus is sold. This has been proved conclu-
sively by the utter failure of the emergency tariff on farm products to
have any effect on prices.

If the farmers were organized into a monopoly, they might make
tariff duties operative by withholding their products from the market
and- creating scarcity behind fthe tariff wall; but farmers are not
organized into any such monopoly, and there is no prospect that they
will be. On the other hand, the protected manufacturers, for the most
part, are organized to restrict production and hold up prices. They
make their duties operative.

This means that the members of the bloe, if the reports are true, are
trading real price-fixing protection to manufacturers for mere ° paper i
duties on the preponderant of agricultural products. This would
be a very bad trade at any time, but it is especially bad just now when
the country is suffering acutely from price disparity.

Mr. President, I have strayed far from the line of discussion
which I had mapped out for myself when I took the floor. I
expected only briefly to reply to some of the observations made
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WWArsox], but after finish-
ing with that matter I felt it was opportune, as the Senator had
started the discussion, to put into the IRXEcorp some practical
facts in connection with the rates carried in the particular bill
now pending. I regret that I have taken so much of the time
of the Senate in doing so, but I feel that the facts and data
that T have been able to offer will be of much value in elucidat-
ing these rates and in conveying not only to the Senators who
had not had the time and opportunity for studing the detfails
of this measure but to the country at large what the rates in
the bill really mean not only to the consumers of the country
but to the legitimate business of the United States, especially
the trade of the United States that must find an export market
for its surplus.

Mr. McCUMBER, Mr. President, I think this is the fourth
or, possibly, the fifth time the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. StmaonNs] has delivered a general speech upon the tariff
question, and I think I am not stretching the truth in the
slightest degree when I say that nine-tenths of the last speech
was practically the same as the first and that each one has been
along the same line,

The Senator to-day took 2 hours and 20 minutes to fell us
what he had told us before, the first time in a 4-hour speech,
the second time, I think, in about a 2%-hour speech, and it has
been repeated in about the same language on each occasion.

Mr. President, there has been but one speech on this side of
the Chamber which pretended to be a general discussion of the
tariff question, involving the great principle of protection, and
that was the speech made this forenoon by the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. Warsox]. Now the Senator from North Carolina
has put in another 2 hours and 20 minutes, and I wish to take
2 minutes in replying in substance to practically all that he
has said.

The whole gist of his argument has been that if we are to
get the interest upon what the countries of Europe owe us we
must allow Europe to enter into our markets and take pos-
gession of them. !

Mr. President, a few weeks ago the Russian governmen
offered to settle the debts which they owed to foreign countries
provided those countries would loan them the money with which
to do it. That proposal has been ridiculed generally by the
press of the country. Germany a short time ago said to the
Iteparation Commission, “ If you will loan us the money with
which to pay, we will pay you the reparations.” That sug-
gestion, too, has been ridiculed by the press of the country,
1f a debtor should come to me and say, “I owe you $100 on
my note, and if you will loan me $100 I will pay it,” I think

that proposal would generally be ridiculed. Yet that is exactly

what the Senator from North Caroloia proposes as a settlement
of the indebtedness owed by Europe to the United States.

He quotes England, for instance, as saying to us that the only
way they can pay us the $200,000,000 of interest due is for us
to open our markets to her goods. Very well; let us suppose
that she makes 10 per cent upon her goods sold in this country.
That would mean that we would have to surrender the manu-
facture of $2,000,000,000 worth of goods in order to allow
Great Britain to epter the American market and make enough
upon her imports to pay us $200,000,000 of interest which she
owes us. We decline to do that. She says to us in effect,
“Close down your mills which produce $2,000,000,000 worth of
goods; put out of employment half a million American work-
men, and give us the market for that much goods and we will
pay the interest” We say, however, we will not do that.

The Senator from North Carolina has not told us in all of his
argument what we are going to do with the half a milliop of
workmen who would walk the streets if their occupation were
taken away on account of the clogsing down of the mills in which
they are employed. We on this side of the Chamber say it is
a thousand times better that we do not get a red cent from our
debtors than to close down American business or to surrender
$2,000,000,000 of it to Great Britain in order that she may pay
the interest upon the debt she owes us. I believe, Mr. President,
that we should be for America; that we should keep open our
mills and our factories and keep our men employed. That is
worth more to us than all of the interest that could be paid in
4 year or ten years or a thousand years from our debtors. That
is what we are seeking under the terms of the pending Dbill,

The Semator from North Carolina says that we have lost
$600,000,000 in our trade with Canada because of the emergency
tariff law. He says that law is the cause of that loss in trade.
That is a very fine argument, but in the very next breath he
will say that the cause of our declining commerce is the de-
pression throughout the world. We have lost just as much of
our trade and commerce elsewhere. If he will take hold of one
horn of the dilemma and say that our business has decreased
generally beeause of world depression, then we will all agree
with him that that is the prineipal cause.

But, Mr. President, we are not meeting merely the condi-
tion of to-day. Europe has been paralyzed. She is scarcely on
her feet to-day. She has not the goods to export in any great
quantities to the United States to-day, but she has the ability,
the man power and the woman power, to produce them; and
as soon as she can again get upon her feet and start all her
factories at work, with the American wage practically double
and the foreign wage practically cut in two, no man on earth-
with ordinary common sense can deny the truth that she will
be a stronger competitor in our markets than ever before, and
no man can deny that as she becomes a stronger competitor
we will need a stronger barrier to hold our own markets against
competition.

That is what this bill seeks to do. It does not for a single
moment seek to exclude goods. There is not an item in the bill,
outside of those that are covered by the embargo, that will not
allow importations, and in time suflicient importations to put
the foreigner at least on equal ground with the American, and
in many instances gives him an advantage over the American
producer unless we enormously decrease our own wages. Any
one who looks over the situation and says that any one of these
rates, other than those contained in the embargo provisions
covering dyes, is a prohibitive rate, knows that he is not giving
us the true facts.

The time will soon come when we will take the time to
answer these so-called Republican papers which are represent-
ing only the interests of the importer. We shall be able to
show the profits of the manufacturer compared with the enor-
mous profits of the importer who is being represented by this
subsidized press—subsidized through the payment of immense
sums for advertising—which is willing to destroy the manu-
facturing interests for the benefit of a few thousand importers.

Mr., President, it is said that these long addresses that we
hear every day or two on the other side are necessary in order
to explain this bill, so that the American people will be able
to understand what it means. When the American people have
read an assertion once, they understand English, and do not
need to have it repeated 4,000 times in order to comprehend
the simple English statement; and yet they tell us, “Oh, no;
we are not trying to delay this bill. We can speak three or
four hours at a time, and then vote on one or two little items
a day, but we are not delaying it at all. We are just trying to
explain to the American people its iniquities.”

Mr. President, I hope now that we can return for the mo-
ment to the real question. It is a hard question, we will
admit, either to defend of to attack. We do not, as Repub-
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licans, believe in embargoes; but the dye question, the chemical
question, raised in the American mind an apprehension which
grew out of the war such as has never before faced the Ameri-
can public; and to develop the chemical industry, the dye
industry, with all it meant, we placed an embargo, first recom-
mended by a Demoeratic President, and rightly recommended,
to establish an American industry that might protect us and
be useful in time of war.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 do.

Mr. KING. I think the Senator is in error—at least, I may
have misunderstood his position—in assuming that the em-
bargo feature is before us to-day. It is paragraphs 25 and 26
of the chemical schedule, as I understand, that we are consid-
ering to-day.

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; but I intend to bring the embargo
provision right on in connection with them. It was under-
stood that we would take up the dye-embargo part of the bill,
so0 that we could consider and dispose of all of the dye proposi-
tions at one time,

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not know
how he got such an understanding. I never so understood it,
and I always opposed that. In fact, I have not understood
that we were to consider anything but paragraphs 25 and 26,
because 1 shall oppose bringing forward the embargo provision,
and I think it would be very unfair to bring it forward, be-
cause that is not under consideration now, and has not been
reached. -

Mr. McCUMBER. It is all on the same subject, Mr. Presi-
dent. One can hardly consider the two paragraphs mentioned
by the Senator without considering them in connection with the
dye embargo. It was my understanding, and it was reiterated
several times, that we would desire to take up the whole ques-
tion of dyes at one time, but we can consider only these two
paragraphs first. I can not tell how much time they will take;
1 hope not much longer; but I think we can settle on whether
we will follow them with the dye embarge when we get
through with these two.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield the floor.

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, I approached the
Senator from North Dakota some time ago and asked that the
consideration of paragraphs 25 and 26 be postponed until we
reached the embargo provision, so that they could be consid-
ered at the same time. The Senator from North Dakota, as I
understood him, when I made that suggestion to him several
weeks ago, assented to it; I will not say definitely, but he in-
dicated that as far as he knew that would be agreeable.

Mr. McCUMBER. I thought they ought to come together,
whichever way we brought them, either bringing the last one
up to these, or bringing these further along to the last section.
. Mr. KING., So just before we reached paragraphs 25 and 26
I suggested to the Senator that they go over until we reached
the embargo provision. Thereupon the Senator from North
Dakota, as 1 understood him, rather demurred, and said that
he would like to consider paragraphs 25 and 26 when they were
reached in their regular order. I told him that of course I
could not object to that procedure if he insisted, but that I
hoped he would permit the consideration of paragraphs 25 and
26 to go over until we reached the embargo.

I confess that I was somewhat disappointed that the Senator
should eall up paragraphs 25 and 26 before we reached the
embargo, but I felt, in view of the fact that they are there, that
he could insist upon disposing of the amendments to paragraphs
25 and 26 at this time; but I shall object now to taking up a
provision further along in the bill. Indeed, I think it would be
a violation of the unanimous-consent agreement to take up the
amendments and consider them first,

Mr. McCUMBER. That provision is an amendment.

Mr. KING. No; but I mean in the regular order. The
understanding was that we would take up the amendments in
the regular order.

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; there was no under-
standing about the regular order, and I have broken the regular
order time and time again, not only at the request of the Sena-
tor now speaking but at the request of other Senators, for their
convenience. I have tried to accommodate them in every pos-
sible way, and 1 want to assure the Senator now that I will try
to accommodate him.

Mr, KING. Let me say to the Senator that the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] wants to be here when the em-

bargo provision is up for consideration; but, of course, I do not
concede that it is up for consideration to-day, and it will not be
gmﬂ we reach it in regular course in the consideration of the

Mr. McCUMBER. Paragraph 25 is up now.

Mr. KING. Yes; paragraph 25 and paragraph 26.

Mr. McCUMBER. Paragraph 26 will be up when we get
through with paragraph 25,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator pardon the
Chair? The Secretary advises the Chair that there are three
amendments in paragraph 25, and that they have all been
agreed to, and that paragraph 25 is disposed of.

Mr. KING. Well, Mr. President, that is not——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is only stating what
he has been advised.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, am I recognized?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Just a moment. The Secretary
states that on May 12 the first amendment was agreed to, and
on June 1 the second and third amendments were agreed to.
Now the Senator from New Jersey is recognized.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, as
the record, last week we debated paragraph 25. The Senator
from Utah offered a motion that we disagree to it. That was
defeated, and then the committee amendment was agreed to;
and, as I understand, the paragraph, with the committee
amendments, has been passed and we are now on paragraph 26.

Mr., KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes.

Mr. KING. 1 stated duoring the discussion that I had two
amendments to strike out “ 50" and insert “ 80,” and then that
I intended to offer an amendment to the “ 7 cents per pound.”
If that may be done at this time——

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Of course, that will be up to the
chairman of the committee; but I hope that this whole dye
question can be taken up at one time.

Some time past, in debating the question of the duty on
antimony, we skipped one of the paragraphs and took up para-
graphs further along in the bill, but they related entirely to
the other paragraph and cleaned it all up at one time. The
embargo and the expansion of the embargo are in two separate
paragraphs further along in the bill, but they relate entirely
to the dye schedule: and if we are going to settle what our
tariff policy shall be on dyes, with the experts here anxious
to clean up this schedule and leave and go to their other duties,
the practical way to do it is to clean it up at once. So I hope
that after paragraph 26 has been debated and settled the
chairman will urge the Senate to continue the discussion of the
dye embargo and its extension, so that the whole question can
be cleaned up at one time,

Mr. KING. All I can say is that, of course, I shall oppose
that. I think it would be manifestly unfair and manifestly
unjust to import a section down at the tail end of the bill up
to this schedule and consider it mow. I have no objection to
disposing of paragraphs 25 and 26, and have no objection to
any Senator discussing the embargo as much as he pleases; but
I shall certainly object to the Senate voting upon the embargo
now. I should consider that it would be a violation of the rule
which we announced at the beginning, namely, that we would
take up for consideration the amendments, proceeding with
them in order, and pass upon them, going down through the
bill; then, after the Senate amendments had been disposed of,
that we could recur to the beginning and offer such amend-
ments to the text of the bill as were desired by Senators.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, that is a very im-
practical and scattering way to do it. At the suggestion of the
other side, we settled the entire gquestion of one product, and
we skipped all over the bill to do it. I think if we are going to
settle our tariif policy on dyes, we ought to settle the entire
question, debate it at one time, and cloge it up. That is my
position, and I hope we can do it.

I want to say to the Senator from Utah that the suggestion
of the policy of clearing up a whole subject at one time came
from the other side, and the committee accepted the suggestion.
Therefore, we are not departing from any rule or understand-
ing. We are simply clearing up one schedule at a time in a
practical way, and I hope the Senator will not make any objec-
tion to a continuation of the debate and the final settlement of
the entire question.

Mr. KING. May I say, in response to my good friend, that
there was never any suggestion at all that we should bring the
embargo provision up to the chemical schedule and consider it
at this time, I did suggest to my good friend, the chairman
of the committee, before we began the debate, that paragraphs

I understand
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25 and 26 be relegated to that part of the bill where we would
digcuss the embargo, as 1 thought they might with propriety
be discussed at that time, and after talking with him I so an-
nounced to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Mosgs].
Later I talked with the chairman of the committee, and he
stated that when we reached paragraphs 25 and 26 we would
consider that matter, but 1 never did and never would assent
to. the proposition of discussing the embargo now, or &t any
time when we were discussing paragraphs 25 and 26. 1 want
to say to the Senator that, in my opinion, it would be rather
unfair to the Senator from New Hampshire to take up the
embargo question now.

Alr. McCUMBER. Let me say to the Senator from Utah
that the chairman will try, as far as he can, to accommodate
all Senators and to carry out the general understanding. My
own understanding was that when we got to the dye matter
it would make very little difference whether we put paragraphs

25 and 26 over to the time we should consider the embargo

provision, or should bring the embargo matter up immediately
after we considered those paragraphs; but I did think we could
dispose of all of them at one time. I am informed, and have
had some talk with the Senator from New Hampshire myself,
that if we will eliminate from this provision in paragraph 26
that which belongs to the administrative portion, he would not
care even to be present when the matter was discussed.

Mr. KING. That is, when paragraphs 25 and 26 were dis-
cussed ?

Mr. McCUMBER. No; as I understand, even when the em-
bargo was discussed.

Mr. KING. 1 do not so understand it.
is in error.

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 think not; but I will look over the
Recorp while we are diseussing paragraph 26 and the items in
it, and will try to carry out what appears to be the understand-
ing.

Mr, KING. Let me say to the Senator that the Senator from
North Dakota never had any understanding from me or from
this side, that we would consent to the bringing up of the em-
bargo provision, and acting upen it when we were acting upon
paragraphs 25 and 26, because I took the precaution at the be-
ginning to state to the Senator that I would prefer that para-
graphs 25 and 26 be passed over until we reached the embargo,
and I never assented, nor has anybody upon this side assented,
to the bringing forward of the embarge provision.

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 think there is sufficient in the bill to
keep us busy for some time, and I have stated that I would try
to accommodate all Senators. I have given them notice that
we would take up and dispose of the dye proposition next, both
the embargo and the other matter, but 1 think rather than to
mislead, if that has misled any Senator, I will try my best to
accommodate each Senator in the matter of considering these
questions. However, I do want to look over the Recorp and
gee what the understanding was.

Mr. KING. I do not know what understanding the Senator
had with others, but he had no understanding with me——

Mr. McOCUMBER. I will take the Senator’s word for that.

Mr. KING. Because the Senator will recall very distinctly
that in the beginning I asked that paragraphs 25 and 26 go over
until we reached the embargo provision. I have no objection to
proceeding with paragraphs 25 and 26.

AMr. McCUMBER. I understand paragraph 25 has been dis-
posed of.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the
chair is advised that the record discloses that all the committee
amendments offered to paragraph 25 have been disposed of.

Mr. KING. I did not so understand.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state what
the record discloses as to paragraph 25,

The AsSISTANT SECRETARY. The amendments in paragraph
25 as reported by the committee have each and all been agreed
to as reported.

Mr. KING. I did not so understand, and T want to move to
reconsider, merely for the purpose of offering an amendment
which T indicated in my remarks the other day I should offer.
1 want to be entirely frank with the Senator, and I say to him
that I am not quite clear whether under the unanimous-consent
agreement I could attack the specific rates, and if the Senator
raises the point of order, I shall submit it to the Chair and
take his ruling.

Mr. McCUMBER. If we can get a vote on it right away, I
will ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the amend-
ment was adopted may be reconsidered.

Mr., KING. I shall take but very few minutes, I will say to
the Senator.

XLII—-515

1 think the Senator

Mr. McCUMBER. T ask, then, that the vote by which the com-
mittee amendment, on page 10, I'ne 17, was agreed to be re
considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? -

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Reserving the right to object, I
should like to ask the Senator from Utah if it is his purpose
to offer an amendment to this paragraph for the record?

Mr. KING. Yes.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the Senator intend to take
much time on it? We debated it the other night at length,

Mr, KING. Not at all. I stated to the Senator on Saturday
evening that it would not take long.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. I will not object, then.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da-
kota asks unanimous consent that the vote by which the
committee amendment, on page 10, line 17, was agreed to be
reconsidered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

Mr, KING. I offer the following amendment: I move to
insert, in paragraph 25, line 17, after the numerals * 1546,”
the following :

Valued not above 10 cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem and
33} cents per und ; valued above 10 cents per pound, 30 per cent
ad valorem and 7 cents per pound,

It introduces a classification.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Utah to the amend-
ment of the committee.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr KING. I reserve a separate vote in the Senate upon
this and all other amendments which I have offered to these
paragraphs.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The first amendment of the committee in paragraph 26 was,
on page 12, line 2, to strike out * gauiacol” and to insert
“ guaiacol.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment of the committee was, on page 12, line 6,
to strike out “353” and insert in lieu thereof *60,” so as to
read :
and all mixtures, including solutions, consisting in whole or In part
of any of the articles or materials provided for In this paragraph,
excepting mixtures of synthetic odoriferous or aromatic chemicals, GO
per cent ad valorem and 7 cents per pound.

Mr. KING. I move to amend the committee amendment as
follows: On line 6, page 12, in lieu of the words * 60 per cent
ad valorem and 7 cents per pound” I move to insert the fol-
lowing: :
valued not above 25 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem and 3
cents per pound; valued above 25 cents per pound and not above 50
cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem and 5 cents per pound; valued
ubowl 50 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem nm? 7 cents per
pound.

That introduces three classes. The other evening I called at-
tention to what I conceive to be the unfair basis upon which
both these paragraphs were drawn.

Mr., FRELINGHUYSEN. Has the Senator from Utah any
objection to having the amendment stated at this time?

Mr. KING. None at all.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend-
ment.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out “ 60
per cent ad valorem and 7 cents per pound,” on line 6, page 12,
and to insert fhe following:

yalued not above 25 cents per pound, 35 per eent ad valorem and 3

cents per pound: valued above 25 cents per pound and not above 5o
cents per pound, 85 per cent ad valorem and § cents per pound ; valued
:?mmn:.l 50 cents per pound, 35 per cent ad valorem and 7 cents per
pound.

Mr. KING. T argued this question at considerable length the
other evening, and I do not intend to consume any time in
further presenting the facts in the case. T only want to call
attention again to the situation.

In both paragraph 25 and paragraph 26 one classification of
intermediates and dyes exists. Notwithstanding some dyes
may be sold at 1} cents per pound, the pre-war price, some at
2 cents, some at 6, some at 7, some at 10, and others sold
at very high prices, the sanf rates are prescribed—the same
rates as to intermediates and the same rates as to the finished
products of the dyes themselves. That seems to me to be mani-
festly unfair. I can not see how we can justify a duty which
in some instances would amount to 400 or 500 or 600 per cenf,
and yet a commodity allied to it, indeed akin to the same
product, would bear a duty of perhaps 100 per cent. Yet we
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find such incongruities in the bill now before us. The same
rate is imposed upon a produet the import value of which is
2 or 3 or 4 cents a pound as is imposed upon an article the
import vadue of which may be 60 cents per pound or $1 or
more per pound.

I have no particular objection to the ad valorem except that
it is too high, but it is the specific rate that I am criticizing
particularly. A specific rate of 7 cents a pound upon a com-
modity the import value ef which is 1§ or 2 or 3 cents per
pound would range all the way from 200 per cent to 300 or 400
per cent. That is what I am objecting to. It does seem to me
that these articles lend themselves to a logical, to a proper,
indeed to a scientific, classification. Many of the dyes, as we
know, are cheap. Many of them, as we know, are costly. We
have introduced into the other schedules varying rates depend-
ing upon a multitude of conditions. We say that some articles
are loxuries, and we impese a much higher rate than we do
upsa articles which are much cheaper and which may be more
commonly and universally used. I called attention the other
evening to the fact that certain dyes—indigo, sulphur black, and
others—are comparatively cheap and that their use is exten-
sive. Now, to impose a T-cent specific duty upon dyes or in-
termediates of a value of 1, 2, 3, 4, or 5 cents per pound and
the same specific upon dyes that cost $1 a pound to me seems
to be wholly unjustifiable,

Mr. President, I will be willing to take a vote.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixg] to the
amendment of the committee.

Mr. KING. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] to the
Jjunior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WerLrter] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). T transfer my
general pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr,
ELkiNs] to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]
and vote * yea."

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). I
transfer my general pair with the Senator from Maine [ Mr,
FErNALD] to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] and I vote
“yea.” T ask that this announcement of the transfer of my
pair may stand for the day.

Mr. SIMMONS (when Mr. OvERMAN'S name was called). T
wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. OvERMAN] 8 unavoid-
ably absent. He is paired with the senior Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. Wagrex], If my colleague were present, he would
vote * yea."”

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his namé was called). Transfer-
ring my pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ros-
1xsox] to the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. HarrerLo], I
vote “nay.”

Mr. ENDERWOOD (when his name was called). I am
paired with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopeE],
who is unavoidably absent. I transfer my pair to the junior
Senator from Rbode Island [Mr, Gerry] and vete * yea."

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
OviRmAN] to the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Crow].
I ask that this transfer may stand for the day. I vote nay."”

Mr. WATSON ‘of Indiana (when his name was called). T
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. Wirriaas], which I transfer to the junior Senator from
South Dakota [Mr, Norsrck], and vote “nay.”

The roll ¢all was concluded.

Mr, COLT. I transfer my general pair with the junior
Senator from Florida [Mr. TraMurrr] to the junior Senator
from Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD], and vote “ nay.”

Mr. DTAL: I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from
Colorado [Mr. Pmiers] to the senior Senator from Nebrasksa
[Ar. Hrrcucock], and vote “yea

Mr. JONES of Washington (after having voted in the nega-
tive). T understand that the senior Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Swaxsox] has not voted. He is necessarily absent, and
I promised to take care of him with a pair. However, T find
I can transfer my palr to the Juglor Senator from New York
[My. Carper|, which I do, and allow my vote to stand.

Mr. EDGE. T transfer my general pair with the senior
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN] to the senior Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr., Moses], and vote nay."

Mr. BALL. I transfer my general pair with the senior
Senator from Florida [Mr. Frercaer] to the senior Senator
from Kansas [Mr. Crrris], and vote “nay.”

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have a general pair with the Junior
Senator from Virginia [Mr, Grass]. I observe that he has not

voted. T transfer my pair to the Senator from TIllinois [Mr,
McCorMick], and vote * nay.”

Mr. McKINLEY (after having voted in the negative). I
transfer my general pair with the junior Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Caraway] to the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Fraxce], and allow my vote to stand.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to announce the unavoid-
able absence of the senior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. Courtis].
He stands paired on this vote with the Senator from Florida
[Mr. FLETCHER].

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 40, as follows:

YEAS—18.

Ashurst Jones, N. Mex, Pomerene Underwood
Dial Ki? Sheppard Walsh, Mon
Harris La Follette Simmons Watson, Ga.
Harrison Norris mith
Heflin Pittman Stanley

= NAYS—40.
Ball Edge MceKinley Bhortridge
Brandegee Ernst McLean Bmoot
Broussard Frelinghuysen MeNary Spencer
Bursum Hale Nelson Sterlinr
Cameron Jones, Wash. Newberry Sutherland
Capper Kellog Oddie Townsend
Colt Kendrick Page Wadsworth
Cummins Ladd Pepper Warren
Diliingham Lenroot Poindexter Watson, Ind.
du Pont MeCumber Ransdell ‘Willis

NOT VOTING—I8,
Borah Gerry Moses Rebinson
Calder Glass Myers Shields
Caraway Goodin New Btanfield
Crow Harrel Nicholson Swansen
Culberson Hitcheock Norbeck Trammell
Curtis Johnson Overman Walsh, Mass,
Elkins Keyes Owen Weller
Fernald Lochv Phipps Willlams
Fleteher McCormick Rawson
France McKellar Reed
So Mr. King's amendment to the committee amendment was

rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The gquestion is on agreeing to the
committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment passed over
will be stated.

The next amendment passed over was, on page 12, line 19,
after the word * act,” to strike out the words “ no package con-
taining ” and to insert * it shall be unlawful to import or bring
into the United States.” :

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator hav-
ing the bill in charge if he is-ready to offer the amendment
which he indicated?

Mr. McCUMBER, To strike out a portion of the next com-
mittee amendment? Yes.

Mr., KING. Would not that involve the amendment which
has just been read by the Secretary?

My, McCUMBER. I think not. But, Mr. President, if we
may take a moment, not taking the amendments up in their reg-
ular order, T ask at this time that the Semate reject the portion
of the committee amendment beginning with the word “ Pro-
vided,” In line 15, on page 14, and going down to and including
line 16, on page 15. .

In explanation I will simply state that the proviso covers
the importation of goods on which there is a trade-mark held
or supposed to be held by American manufacturers. Whether
it is important to insert such a provision in a tariff bill I am
not prepared at this time fe say definitely, but I am quite
certain that in the form in which it is herein written it ought
not to be inserted at any place in the bill except in the ad-
ministrative provisions, and not even there without a very
material amendment to it. Therefore, without prejudicing any
right to bring the matter up in some form in the administrative
provisions, but certainly not with my consent in the form in
which it is now written, I ask that that portion of the com-
mittee amendment which I have indicated may be disagreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from North Dakota to the committee amendment will
be stated.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 13, line 13, beginning
with the word * particular,” the Committee on Finance pro-
poses to strike out down to and including the numerals “ 1546,
in line 23, and to Insert the words printed In italics from that
point down to the end of line 16, on page 15.

The Senator from North Dakota now proposes from the por-
tion proposed to be inserted, after the numerals “1546,” on
page 14, line 13, to strike out the proviso.

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Senator will state it.
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Mr. KING. 1 desire before this paragraph is finally dis-
posed of to move to strike out lines 11, 12, 18, 14, and 15,
down to the word * Provided,” which is included in the com-
mittee amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will have
a right to offer his amendment to the amendment after the
pending amendment to the amendment shall have been dis-
posed of. i

Mr. KING. I have no objection to taking a vote on the
amendment to the committee amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion, as the Chair under-
stands, is on the amendment of the Senator from North Da-
kota [Mr. McCumser] to the committee amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing
to the committee amendment as amended.

Mr, KING. On page 14 I move to strike out lines 11, 12, 18,
14, and 15 of the committee amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The gquestion is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Utah to the committee amend-
ment, which will be stated.

The ASSISTANT SECBETARY, In the committee amendment, on
page 14, after line 10, it is proposed to strike out:

Provided further, That any article or product which jg within the
terms of paragraphs 1, 5, 35, 87, b6, 63, 79, or 1578, as well as within
the terms of pargraphs 25, 26, or 1546, shall be assesgsed for duty or
%irélpted from duty as the case may be under paragraphs 25, 20, or

Mr. KING. Mr. President, just a word. It was developed
during the discussion the other day that the lines which I have
moved to strike out sought to take from various other pro-
visions of the bill the articles therein referred to and to sub-
jeet them to the rates of duty that are found in this parggraph
provided that any of the compounds were derived from coal
tars or from any of their derivatives.

I call attention to the fact that medicines and pharmaceu-
ticals that are found in paragraphs 1, 5, 85, 37, 56, 63, 79, and
perhaps in paragraph 1578 bear in those particular paragraphs
in which they were found a lower rate of duty than that which
ig preseribed in paragraph 26. This proviso is for the purpose
of taking those particular medicines and medicinal compounds
and pharmaceuticals out of those paragraphs, where the aver-
age duty, perhaps, is 20 or 25 per cent ad valorem, possibly in
some instances higher, and fastening upon them higher rates
of duty than would otherwise apply.

The question is this: Is it fair and just and right to estab-
lish two different rates of duty for the same character of com-
pounds that bear the same name, have the same therapeutic
effect, and are used for the same purpose, and are known by the
trade, perhaps, by the same name, and to subject those medi-
cines and compounds to different rates of duty simply because
one may be made from coal-tar products or from coal-tar deriva-
tives and others from natural producis? 1 submit that it is
unfair and can not be defended; and yet this provision is aimed
directly at the accomplishment of that end, If my amendment
shall prevail, then those paragraphs which we have congidered
and which deal with those medicine compounds will bear the
game duty that we understood they would bear when we voted
upon them. If we adopt the amendment offered by the com-
mittee, then, of course, we increase the duties upon some of
those products upon which we have already voted and as to
which we have understood the rate of duty was fixed. We are
making a sort of a pet of the coal-tar products, the by-products
of the coke oven. We are saying to two individuals, one of
whom manufactures medicines out of natural products and an-
other manufactures the same class of medicines out of coal-tar
products, we will differentiate in favor of the latter, so that
the man who manufactures certain products used in medicines
out of coal tar shall have a higher rate of duty than the indi-
vidual who manufactures the same kind of a medicine out of
some natural product. I can not find any justification for it,
and therefore I have offered the amendment to which I have
called attention. I presented this matter very fully the other
day in the discussion of paragraphs 25 and 26, and T do not care
to further elaborate the subject.

Mr. SMOOT., Mr, President, I merely wish to state what I
said the other night as to why this provision was put in the
bill. The Tariff Commission called uttention to the necessity
of it, as will be found on page 83 of the Summary of Tariff In-
formation, which T am not going to take the time of the Senate
now to read. However, the paragraphs mentioned refer to
acids, chemicals, ethers, esters, flavoring extracts, perfumes,
colors, compounds of crude oil tar, and explosives not specially
provided for.

Would it be fair not to provide a duty upon those articles
if they are from coal tar or derivatives of coal tar? The para-

graphs enumerated seek specifically to provide for these items
where they are not derived from coal tar. There must not be
a conflict here, and therefore it is absolutely necessary to in-
clude them in this paragraph. They are not provided for in
any other part of the bill; but they are provided for in the
paragraphs having reference to coal-tar derivatives, and are to
be assessed as provided in paragraphs 25 and 26, one of which
has reference to intermediates and the other to coal-tar prod-
ucts themselves. Why? Because they are derivatives of coal
tar; and chemicals, ethers, esters, perfumes that are derived
or produced from coal tar ought to fall in the paragraph in
which coal-tar products are taken care of. That is why the
particular paragraphs are enumerated in paragraph 26, and why
the commodities referred to have imposed upon them the rates
of duty provided in that paragraph.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, if I understand my colleague—
and perhaps I did not fully comprehend his statement—from
paragraph 5, which reads—
all chemical elements, all chemical salts and compounds, all medicinal
préparations, and all combinations and mixtures of any of the fore-
going, all the foregoing obtained naturally or artificially and not epe-
cially provided for, 25 per cent ad valorem—

There are. to be excepted those products which are manu-
factured from coal tar or its derivatives. It appears that,
unless there are imported into that paragraph the words
“coal tar or derivatives of coal tar,” the construction placed
upon it by my colleague must be wrong.

Mr. SMOOT. No. It says in each one of those paragraphs
“not specially provided for"; and therefore, just as my col-
league has said, the articles which are specially provided for
are transferred to paragraph 26, and they are to be assessed
on the basis of paragraphs 25 and 26. The reason of that is
that they are derived from coal tar. Those that are not de-
rived from coal-tar products are taken care of in each one of
the paragraphs named in the amendment, namely, paragraphs
1, 5, 85, 87, 56, 63, 79, 156, 146,

My colleague is right in the statement that the rates are
higher under paragraph 26 than under the other paragraphs,
because of the very fact that the products are derived from
coal tar. If that industry is to be protected as a whole, then
it is proper that articles derived from coal tar should fall in
this paragraph, no matter what the rate is upon other items
in the bill. The derivatives of coal tar, whether they be chemi-
cals or whether they be ethers or esters or perfumes or colors
npt specially provided for, ought to fall in this paragraph. As
to the rate, as I said the other night to my colleague, I have
not been discussing that at all.

Mr. KING., DMr. President, I agree entirely with what the
Senator from Utah states that the provision we are now dis-
cussing, which is involved in n#y amendment, is intended to
place all medicines, flavoring extracts, and various other
products which are derived from coal tar or any of its deriva-
tives in this paragraph for the purpose of fixing the rate of
duty,

That is what I am complaining about. Take paragraph 35,
under the head of * ethers and esters.” It provides that diethyl
sulphate and dimethyl sulphate shall bear a rate of duty of
15 cents per pound; ethyl acetate, 3 cents per pound; ethyl
chloride, 15 cents per pound; ethyl ether, 4 cents per pound;
and ethers and esters of all kinds not specially provided for,
30 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. SMOOT. But that does not change any of the items that
the Senator has just read.

Mr, KING. 1 agree with the Senator.

Provided, That no article containing more than 10 per cent of
alcohol shall be classified for duty under this paragraph,

It is possible that there may be ethers and esters that are
the products of coal tar or some of the derivatives of coal tar.
There are other paragraphs here; for instance, there are ex-
plosives that may be manufactured from certain products, not
coal tar or the derivatives of coal tar, and they bear a certain
rate of duty; but if the explosives are manufactured in part
from coal tar or the derivatives of coal tar, then a different
rate of duty is prescribed. The senior Senator from Utah is
correct in stating that the provision now under consideration
is intended to impress upon all those commodities the same
rates that are found in paragraph 26, notwithstanding the fact
that other commodities may be manufactured from other
products than coal tar or its derivatives and bear a lesser
rate of duty.

It is simply, as nfy colleague says, a question of policy ; Shall
we discriminate? Shall we say to the man who is engaged in
the manufacture of any of these products out of ceal tar or any
of the derivatives of coal tar, “ We are going to give you an
advantage. You are a particular pet of the Government, and
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we will permit you to enjoy a higher rate of duty than we give
to other persons and to other manufacturers "?

That is all there is to this amendment. T insist that the same
commodity, the same product, whether it eome from coal tar or a
derivative of coal tar or some natural preduet, shall bear the
same rate of duty, no higher and no lower, than if it were de-
rived from some other product. In other words, let us treat all
commodities of the same character that serve the same purpose,
that are applied to the same end, in the same way. Let us im-
pose the same rate of duty upon explosives, whether they are
made Trom the products of coal tar or whether they are made
from some other base or primary compound.

I insist that medicines, such as salol, phenacetine, acetanilid,
aspirin, and so forth, that may be made from coal tar shall bear
the same rate of duty that they would bear if they were made
from some other primary compound ; but we propose, as I state,
to lift them ont of the other paragraphs if they are the product
of coal tar, and subject them to a higher rate of duty. I think
it is manifestly unfair, that it is giving to the manufacturers
who are engaged in the coal-tar product business an advantage
over those who may be engaged in the production of the same
products from other primary compounds.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, let me suggest to my colleague
that the diserimination would be the other way about. Why
should we give a certain rate upon -coal-tar products as found
in paragraphs 25 and 26 and take out these little items that are
coil-tar products and put them somewhere else? That is where
the diseriminstion comes. Why should one manufacturer, manu-
facturing articles from coal tar, have one rate of dnty, and then,
beenuse he made an ester or an ether, why should it be taken out
and put somewhere else? All of the items manufactured from
coal-tar products ought to fall in one paragraph, as I have
already said; and unless they do there is a diserimination be-
tween the manufacturer who makes products from coal tar and
the manufacturer who makes them from other bases.

It seems to me this is the only legical way to write a bill. As
I said before, as to the rates, that is another matter.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator frem Utah [Mr, Kixa] to
the amendment of the committee,

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing
to the committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I move to strike out, on line 9,
page 14, the word *“lowest ™ and ‘insert in lieu thereof the word
“ highest,” so that it will read:

That if a dye or other article was or is ordinarily used in more than
one commercial strength, then the highest commercial strength shall be
adopted as the standard of strength for such dye or other article.

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator repeat where his amend-
ment is?

Mr. KING. On page 14, line 9, strike out the word * lowest "
and insert the word “ highest.”

I called attention the other day, when we were engaging in a
general discussion of paragraphs 25 and 26, to the fact that
before the war, and now, dyes are imported in different stand-
ards of strength. I suggested that it would perhaps result in
the imposition of exceedingly high rates of duty if we com-
mitted to the Treasury Department the authority and the power
to apply different specific rates, or, rather, to double or treble
the specific rates, as may be dome under this provision.

Assume that a given dye has been imported in the past under
two standards of strength, 20 per cent and 40 per cent. Assume
that the overwhelming majority of that particular product
came in under the 40 per cent standard. Nevertheless, if the
lesser standard was sufficiently used to enable it to be sald that
it was commercially used, the Treasury Department under this
bill might adopt that lower standard, and in that event would
apply a 14-cent specific rate to the product, adopting the lower
as he basis of the application of the specific rate. I suggested
that that was manifestly unfair, and it seems 8o to me now.

I therefore have offered the amendment to fix the highest
rate where it was commercially used as the standard for the
application of the specific rate. If the highest standard was
80 per cent pure, then 80 per eent pure will be the standard now
for attaching this specific rate of 7 cents per pound. If the
highest standard was 60 per cent, then that would be the one
which would govern in the future; but where there have been
varying standards obviously it would lead to confusion, and I
make the prediction now that if the bill shall pass in this form
there will be not only confusion but litigation as the result of
the particular provision now under consideration.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if the amendment is agreed to,
I can think of a great many cases where it would be most
unjuost. =

Some lines of business can only use these dyes in a paste
form. In other words, they are not prepared to take the
powdered form and make it into a paste and do it suecessfully
and do it economically. The other evening I gave a history of
the manufactoring of the pastes as originally turned out from
the plants, and then improvements being made by producing the
same article not in paste form but in powdered form, thus ob-
viating the shipping of the water—for that is all there is in
the paste—from a foreign country to all parts of the United
States where they use the article. Therefore it was unjust;
and if we put it now upen the highest strength, every institu-
tion in'the United States that could not use the powdered form,
but was required under its conditions to use the liquid form,
would have to pay, perhaps, 20 per cent more duty, 80 per cent
more duty, or 50 per cent more duty. If a paste ‘was 40 per
cent and a powdered form was 90 per cent, and the man could
not use the powdered form but had to use the liquid form, he
would be penalized for that reason.

Whatever rate is established ought to be established upon
the lowest standard strength, and then everyone who wanted to
use the lowest could use it; and when a man used a higher
strength, whether it was a double-strength paste or whether it
was in powdered form, he would pay exactly the same rate,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will my colleague yield?

Mr, SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. KING. I have no objection to that, providing you will
strike out the provision which ties the bill to antecedent condi-
‘tions. If it will apply to matters in futuro, then the argument
of my colleague is sound ; but the proposition is to goback to the
past and take the precedents from the past as the basis Tor the
standardization, whereas we know, as my colleague stated the
other evening, that in the past there were various standards,
high and low, and if we should take the lowest standard then
existing and import it into the present and the future and base
the rates upon that lowest standard, obviously there will be
many injustices. If, however, we declare that the lowest com-
mercial standard in the future shall govern, then I think my
colleagne’s argument is sound.

Mr, SMOOT. Now, let me eall my colleague’s attention to
the fact that they all fall in this same hracket now, developed
since the war or during the war, and most of them have been
developed during the war. There were very few coal-tar prod-
ucts that were developed before the war that come in either
paste form or powdered form. I mentioned a few of them the
other night. The great line of these articles has heen developed
duriji)gm the war, and there can then be no conflict in passing
this -

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if my colleague will strike out
the words “ was or,” T will withdraw my amendment, Then it
will read:

That if a dye or other artivle is
comnercial strength.

If my colleague will do that, so that it will apply in futuro,
I have no objection; but if you go back 5, 10, or 15 Years, as
you may under this bill, beyond the period of the war, it does
seem to me that manifest injustices may be done,

Mr. SMOOT. I can not see it that way. I very much prefer
to take the lowest strength and have a rate apply to that, be-
cause if you do not do it you are bound to get into litigation.
You can not keep away from it. If you take the highest strength
as the basis every shipment that comes in below that strength
would have to pay the higher rate, and that would be unfair.
The highest strength, when it is perfected, is found in the
powdered form, and everybody*who would use it other than in
the powdered form, as [ have already said, would be penalized,
and I do not think that would be right. The rate ought to he
based upon the lower strength, and then, of course, built up to
the higher strength.

Mr, KING. T agree with what my colleague says, that there
would be some injustice if the amendment which 1 have offered
should prevail ; but I have measured the injustices which wonld
‘arise under that amendment if it should prevail with the in-
justice which will arise if the committee amendment prevails,
and from all the information I can obtain, the injustices would
be less in the formér than in the latter case.

I concede that a rate based on the highest standard might be
quite oppressive upon some of the importers, whereas the adop-
tion of a rate based on the lowest would relieve them, but it would
impose burdens upon a larger number of individuals, because
from all I can learn a great majority of those who have im-
ported have not imported the lowest standard, but what might
be denominated an intermediate standard, and the imposition
of the rates based upon the lowest standard would merely mean,
not a T-cent specific but a 14-cent specific, and possibly a 21-
cent specific rate, so that the bill as reported, in my opinion,

ordinarily used in more than one
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will impose a 14-cent specific rate, or a 2l-cent specific rate in
many instances, instead of a T-cent specific.

Mr. SMOOT, 1 take it for granted that my colleague has
not had his attention called to the first part of this paragraph,
or he would know that we would have to use the words “ was
or is” in order to cover both sections. It provides: T

Provided further, That in the enforcement of the foregoing provisos
in this paragraph the SBecretary of the Treasury shall adopt a standard
of strength for each dye or other article which shall conform as nearly
as practicable to thé commercial strength in ordinary use in the
United States prior to July 1, 1914.

That is prior to the war. Then it goes on:

That if a dye or other article has been introduced into commercial
use since said date, then the standard of strength for such dye or other
article shall conform as nearly as practicable to the commere
strength in ordinary use.

That only applies, as I said, to the articles which have been
developed since the beginning of the war; and then, of cour
using those two standards, we say: :

If a dye or other article was—

That is, before the war—
or is ordinarily used in more than one commercial strength, then the
lowest commercial strength sball be adopted as the standard: of
strength for such dye or other article.

So I think my colleague will notice now that we have to use
the words * was or is)”

Mr. KING. We would have to amend, and I intended to
suggest an amendment in line 3 to deal with that question, I
think my colleague now concedes, however, that under the
amendment tendered by the committee the period prior to the
war could be resorted to for the purpose of determining the
standard.

Mr. SMOOT. That is, as to articles “in ordinary use in the
United States prior to July 1, 1914." I will say to the Senator
that there were very few of them.

Mr. KING. Prior to the war? * -

Alr. SMOOT. Yes; prior to the war; and I know of only one
or two that are made now in powdered form, Of course, that is
the highest strength.

AMr. KING. Let me say to the chairman of the committee
that I shall withdraw my amendment, with the understanding
that later, upon further consultation with those who are
familiar with this matter—dye men, manufacturers, and im-
porters—if the conditions to which I have referred should be
found to exist, I may renew my motion. \

Mr., SMOOT. 1 want to call the Senator's attention to one
other matter, so that he can give it consideration at the time
he takes this up for further study. The Senator will notice
that we use the words * ordinary use.” Those words are used
{for the reason that if a sample of very low strength were sent
over from a foreign country to America for a special purpose,
it never would be taken as the hasis of imposing a tax. Tt
would have to be ordinarily used in the United States.

Mr. KING. For commercial purposes?

M SMOOT. For commercial purposes.

Mr. KING. I understand that, and that is the reason why
1 stated it would leag to confusion and perhaps to litigation,
because the phrase * ordinary use™ is a very elastic term. Is
it “ordinary use” in Boston, * ordinary use” in Philadelphia,
“grdinary use” in some textile plants, or * ordinary use®
where? If it is a small community or a small State, with a
homogeneous population, or a limited area, in which the textile
interests are located, then it would not be susceptible of so
much confusion or controversy.

Mr. SMOOT. It could not lead to any confusion on the part
of the manufacturers, because all of these items are sold and
advertised, and the trade know them just as well as they know
what sugar is or what flour is, or what anything else is. There
is no more trouble with it than with the three grades of flour.

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 19, after the word
“act,” to strike out *“no package containing” and to insert
it shall be unlawful to import or bring into the United
States " : and in line 22, after the word “ compound,” to strike
out *“ shall be admitted to entry into the United States unless
such package” and to insert * unless the package, case, or con-
tainer,” =0 as to make the additional proviso read:

Prorvided further, That beginning six months after the date of passage
of this act it shall be unlawful to import or bring into the United
States any such color, dye, staln, eolor acid, color base, color lake,
lenco-compound, indoxyl, or indoxy{ compound, unless the package, case,
or container, and the invoice shall bear a plajn, coneplcuons, and truly
descriptive statement of the identity and percentage, exclusive of dilu-
ents, of such color, dye, stain, color acid, color base, color lake, leuco-
compound, indexyl, or indoxyl compound contained therein.

The amendment was agreed fo,

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 5, after the word
“ get,” to strike out “no package containing any such article

ghall be admitted to entry into the United States if it or the”
and to insert ‘it shall be unlawful to import or bring into the
United States any such color, dye, stain, color aecid, color base,
color lake, leuco-compound, indoxyl, or indoxyl compound if the
package, case, or container, or the”; in line 11, before the word
“article,” to strike out * such * and to insert * the ”; and, in line
13, after the word “any,” to strike out “ particular; in the
enforcement of the foregoing provisos the Secretary of the
Treasury shall adopt a standard of strength for each dye or
other article which shall conform as nearly as practicable to
the commercial strength in ordinary use in the United States
prior to July 1, 1914: Provided further, That any article or
produet which may come within the terms of other para-
graphs of this act, as well as within the terms of paragraphs
25, 28, or 1546, shall be assessed for duty or exempted from
duty, as the case may be, under paragraphs 25, 26, or 1546,”
and to insert * particular,” so as to make the additional pro-
vigo read:

Provided further, That on and after the pa
sghall be unlawful to import or bring into the f;m
color, dye, stain, or acid, color base, eglor lake, lenco-compound,
indoxyl, or indoxyl compound if the package, case, or container, or
the invoice bears any statement, design, or device r@g.rdiuf the
article or the ingredfents or substances contained therein which is
false, fraudulent, or misleading in any particular.

Mr. KING. I would like to inguire of the chairman of the
committee whether an effort is made in the case of other
products to interdict the importation under penaity, unless
the container or the receptacle states clearly contents of the
package or the receptacle and the information which is sought
by this amendment. Is this a discrimination against the dye
products which are imported?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 understand that is done, but the Sen-
ator will understand why we make the change here. If is a
question merely of making the eniry. As it came over frsm

e of this act it
States any such

-| the House, the bill simply provided against making the entry.

The entry, of course, covers filing the inventory, and so forth.
This makes it unlawful to imporf misbranded articles, so that
there can be no possibility of not knowing what is intended.
It makes it an illegal act to import or bring them into the
country, and not merely the fact of making an entry, which is
not bringing the article in at all, but simply filing your in-
ventory of an intended bringing in of the article itself.

AMr. KING. What I meant to inquire about was this: Are
dye products treated differently from any other products which
are imported? Do you make it unlawful, for instance, to im-
port other products than coal-tar products “if the package,
case, or container, or the invoice bears any statement, design,
or device regarding the article or the ingredients or substances
contained therein which is false, fraudulent, or misleading in
any particular?”

Mr. McCUMBER. That, of course, is general. That is made
to apply, I think, to every article in the other paragraphs or
schedules.

Mr, KING. That is what 1 am inquiring. You do not single
out dyes and make it illegal or unlawful to import them with a
misleading brand, and let other articles imported into the
United States under misleading brands be immune from the
penalty here provided?

Mr, McCUMBER. I think we have a general rule which pre-
vents anything that is misleading or fraudulent from being
brought in.

AMr. SMOOT. T think if the Senator will look at sections 590
to 592 he will find that they provide for *false drawback™
claim, and that, of course, is an entry for a drawback. That is
provided in the administrative features of the bill.

Mr. KING. I have no particular objection if a general pro-
vision shall be inserted in the bill making it unlawful to im-
port commodities into the United States which are falsely
branded. :

Mr. McCUMBER. I may not be able to turn to it at the
moment, but in the administrative provisions we have suffl-
ciently guarded against fraudulent statements of the contents
of packages, and so forth.

Mr, KING. That was my understanding, and that is the
reason 1 wondered why you should specifically insert this
language in this paragraph. There would be just as much rea-
son to insert a similar provision in another paragraph.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator will notice that it is inserted
here, because above that the House provision is:
the invoice shall bear a Eluln. conspicuous, and truly descriptive
statement of the identity and percentage, exclusive of diluents, of such
color, dye—

And so forth,

Yherefore we inserted a provision against this being im-

ported unless it eomplied with what was in that particular
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provision. Possibly it was not necessary to Tepeat it there.
It may be; but I think it is egually covered in other sections.

Mr, SMOOT. The reason why it was put in this paragraph
was more particularly because of the standard of strength
being provided for. Here we gave a standard of strength, and
therefore it applies more fo that than to the general provi-
sion. The general provision will be found in section 591,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to. !

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I ask leave to insert at this point
the statement of the Tariff Commission on the label feature,
which gives the full explanation as outlined by the chairman
of the committee.

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

LABELING FEATURE.

The United States Tarif Commission, in its report dated December
12, 1818, “ Dyes and other coal-tar chemicals,” states:

“ It is suggested that all imports of dyes shall be required to bear a
plain, conspicuous, and truly deseriptive statement of the identity and
percentage of the dye corftained therein, and that if false, fraudulent,
or misleading statements are contained on the package or the invoice
therefor the goods shall not be permitted to enter.

“* * * Therefore the requirement that the identlty and per-
centa; shall be disclosed will 5rently facilitate the assessment of
both the ad valorem and specific duties.

“#* = * Incidentally, this provision for the truthful labeling of
dyes will protect the consumers of dyes against frand and the Ameri-
can manufacturers of dyes against unfair competition from foreign
manufacturers. It is a notorious fact that unfalr methods of com-
petition, such as bribery of purchasing agents, adulteration, and mis-
branding, have been espeécially prevalent in the dye industry.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. This completes the paragraph,

EXTENSION OF NATIONAL-BANK CHARTERS.

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate
the action of the House of Representatives on the amendments
of the Senate to House bill 8527,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AsguUrsTt in the chair)
laid before the Senate the action of the House of Representa-
tives disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 9527) to amend section 5136, Revised Statutes of the
United States, relating to corporate powers of associations,
S0 as to provide succession thereof until dissolved, and to apply
said section as so amended to all national banking associations,
and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon,

Mr. KELLOGG. As the House has disagreed to the Senate
amendments and appointed conferees, T ask the Senator from
Utah [Mr. King] if he will not now ask consent to withdraw
his motion and allow the conferees to be appointed?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I indicated the other day, this
bill was passed during my absence. I have been opposed, and
still am opposed, to granting charters for such a length of time
as provided in this bill. The present law grants charters for
a period of 20 years. The bill as it passed the House gave
perpetual charters to national banks. The Senate committee
have amended it, and have granted charters for 99 vears. I
have understood that an agreement was reached by which
the limit would be fixed at 50 years; but, at any rate, the bill
has been passed, as I have stated, with a 99-year limit.

I submitted the other day a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the Senate had passed the bill in the form I have
stated. I have spoken with a number of Senators who T
thonght shared the view which I entertained, that 30 years
was the maximum limit which they would support.

They have acceded to the action of the Senate, and are sup-
porting the bill which grants charters for 99 years. In view
of that position, and owing to the fact that there are only a
very few of us who take the view which I have expressed, I
have consented to withdraw the motion to reconsider, but with
the understanding that when the conference report is submitted
we may then have a record vote upon the matter,

I therefore ask consent to withdraw the motion to reconsider.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Utah? The Chair hears none, and
the motion to reconsider is withdrawn,

Mr, KELLOGG. T move that the Senate insist on its amend-
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House, and
that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ap-
pointed Mr, CArper, Mr. SHORTRIDGE, and Mr. Grass conferees
on the part of the Senate.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over-
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
the bill (8. 2775) to extend for one year the powers of the
‘War Finance Corporation to make advances under the provi-

sions of the act entitled “An act to amend the \War Finance
Corporation act, approved April 5, 1918, as amended, to pro-
vide relief for producers of and dealers in agricultural prod-
ucts, and for other purposes,” approved August 24, 1921, with
an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate :

H. R. 7864, An act providing for sundry matters affecting the
Naval Establishment : and

H. R. 8996. An act to amend paragraph 440, section 5211, act
June 3, 1864. -

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the enrolled Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 339)
making available funds for repairing and restoring levees on
the Mississippi River above Cairo, IlL, and it was thereupon
signed by the Vice President. :

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED,

The following bills were each read twice by title and referred
as indicated below :
H.R.7864. An act providing for sundry matters affecting
the Naval Establishment; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,
H. R.8996. An act to amend paragraph 440, section 5211, act
of June 3, 1864; to the Committee on Banking and Currency,

EXTENSION OF WAR FINANCE CORPORATION,

Mr. SMOOT. T ask the Chair to lay before the Senafe the
amendment of the House to Senate bill 2775, :

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 2775) to
extend for one year the powers of the War Finance Corpora-
tion to make advances under the provisions of the act entitled
“An act to amend the War Finance Corporation act, approved
April 5, 1918, as amended, to provide relief for producers of
and dealers in agricultural produects, and for other purposes,”
approved August 24, 1921, which was to strike out all after the
enacting clause and insert:

That the time during which the War Finanee Corporation may make
advances and purchase notes, drafts, bills of exchange, or other securi-
ties under the terms of sections 21, 22, 23, and 24 of the War Finance
Corporation act, as amended, is hereby extended up to and including
May 31, 1923 : Provided, That if any application for an advance or for
the purchase by the War Finance Corporation of notes, drafts, bilis
of exchange, or other securities is received at the office of the corpora-
tion In the District of Columbia on or before May 31, 1923, such appli-
cation may be acted upon and approved, and the advance may be maide
or the notes, drafts, bills of exchange, or other sccurities purchased at
ang time prior to June 30, 1923.

EC. 2. That the second paragraph of section 12 of title 1 of the
War Finanee Corporation act, as amended, be further amended to reai
as follows:

*The power of the corporation to issue notes or bhonds may be exer-
cised at any time prior to January 31, 1926, but no such notes or bonds
shall mature later than June 30, 1926."

Sec. 3. That paragraph 3 of section 15 of title 1 of the War Finance
Corporation act, as amended, be amended by striking out at the be-

inning of sald paragraph the words * beginning Jnﬁ- 1, 1922, and
nserting in lien thereof the words “ beginning July 1, 1923.™

' That paragraph 4 of said section 15 be amended by striking out ur

the beginnlnf of sald paragraph the words “* After July 1, 1922 4nid
ingerting in llen thereof the words “ After July 1, 1923."

Mr. SMOOT. I “can state in just a few words what the
change is. This is a Senate bill, and the House has passed a
substitute bill making one change. Under the act of Angust 24,
1921—

The Eower of the corporation to issue _notes or bonds may be exer-
cised at any time prior to January 1, 1925, hut no notes or bonds shall
mature later than July 1, 1925

The House has changed that to June 30, 1926, extending the
power of the commission for one year,

I move that the Senate agree fo the House amendment,

The motion was agreed to.

DEDICATION OF MONUMENT TO FRANCIS SCOTT KEY.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the sundry civil appropria-
tion act of March 4, 1921, there is a provision for the dedica-
tion of the monument to Francis Scott Key at Fort McHenry,
Baltimore, directing the President of the Senate to appoint
three Senators to represent the Senate on that oceasion. The
dedication ceremonies will ocenr on the afternoon of June 14,
The Chair appoints the Senator from Maryland, Mr. Fraxck,
the Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. Pereer, and the Senator
from Nevada, Mr., Prrrarax, the committee on the part of the

Senate.
PETITIONS,

Mr. BALL presented a petition of the Kalormna Citizens'
Association, of Washington, D. (.. relative to the fiseal rela-
tions of the District of Columbia, which was referred to the
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Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed in the

Recorp, as follows:
KALoraMa CITIZEXS' ASSOCIATION,
Washington, D. O,
The undersigned officers of the Kalorama Citizens’ Association, a:ng

meeting of the association held on May 16, 1022, were empow
dllrect to present to the two Houses of Congress the following peti-
tion :

Petition.

The Kalorama Citizens' Assoclation, of Washington, D. C., respect-
fully request that a heariog be accorded to the citizens of the District
of Columbia before action is taken by Congress on the conference report
on the District of Columbia appropriation bill, or on the amendment
of the House of Representatives to the amendment of the Senate on
said bill, revolutionizing the fiscal relations between the Federal Gov-
ernment and the District of Columbia on the ground—

1. That while they have no vote and therefore no potent voice in their
own affairs, yet, in a spirit of fair play and in conformity with the
traditions of Anglo-Saxon government, e);”have at_least the right to
be heard before there is imposed upon them, suddenly and without
notice, a complete change in their system of taxation which may lead
:lt.i:‘nat.eb'. if it is not designed presently, to onerous and unbearable
urdens.

2. That It has not been shown that property generally in the Dis-
trict is underassessed or not adequately taxed; indeed., the last ex-
rrmlon on this subject, emanating from Congress itself, is
he report of the joint committee of Congress appuinted In the Sixty-
fuuraaed{,‘nngrem (1915), which, after an exbaustive investigation,
repo 1

“We find from the evidence of fair-minded men, residents of Wash-
ington, familiar with real-estate values in ﬁtneru. that the present
assessment for taxation is fair and reasonable.

“That, taken as a whole, the assessments made against all classes of
property in the diferent locations in the city are equitable,

“"The committee believes that, independently of the n}uestion of what
should be the Froper subjects of taxation in the Distriet of Columbia,
the payment of taxes on real estate from the assessments as they are
now constituted is a fair and reasonable respounse in such taxation for
munlgli_gal benefits received by the ritizens of the Distriet of Columbia.”

3. That whatever inequalifies may Dbe alleged to exist as between the
Federal Government and the District of Columbia under the present
arrangement, the citizens of Washington are in nowise to blame, as
their affairs are completely in the hands of Con and they should
not be penalized if Congress has made a mistake in the past.

4. That owing to conditions growing out of the war thousands of
}Jeople of humble means have heen compelled to purchase houses on the
nstallment plan, and the proposed increase in the assessment and in
the burden of taxation will work a great hardship on thousands of
them, upon many of whom, indeed, quite generally throughout the city,
a strong feeling of resentment and dissatisfaction has been provoked at
the contemplated action,

5. That if it is desired to place the District on a cash basis—and it
f& not the fault of the citizens of the District that it is not on a cash
basis—the uhﬁf: can be accomplished by giving the District credit for
accumulated trict tax money now in the Federal Treasury, upon
which no interest has beem paid, and by providing for the payment of
taxes in installments earlier in the year n at present,

€. That it is unjust to deprive the District in part of sources of
revenue which in ever{ city in Ameriea are devoted exclusively to
municipal purposes, such as receipts from licenses, fines, permits, ete.,
and to cover a portion of such receipts in the general fund of the Treas-

ury.

%. That the present tax on Intan:ﬁb!es. which iz largely a conscience
tax and therefore inequitable, is believed to compare favorably in rev-
pnue derived and in the rigor of its terms with similar taxes in most
of the States, and no increase is justifiable.

Your petitioners request the Congress to bear in mind that the eiti-
gens of the District contribute thelr full share of national taxation, the
amount paid by them exceeding the amounts paid by a number of the
States, and that while the citizens of the States contribute a few cegts

2+ capita to the malntenance and upbuilding of the Nation’s Capital,
?l:: dtgzens of the District contribute probably as much per capita to
Federal works and improvements carried on In the respective States,
such as good roads, agricultural colleges and extensiom work, public
buildings, rivers and harbors, etc. When the Federal Distriet was
created the property holders therein donated half of their property to
the Federal Government, while the Federal Government has donated
milllons upon milllons of dollars to various States on their admission
jnto the Union in the form of public lands and otherwise.

A. CovLTER WELLS,
President KEalorama Citicens’ Association.

Epw, R. WaLTON, Jr.,
Recretary Kalorama Citizens’ Association,

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution of the Delphos Farmers’
Union, of Delphos, Kans., protesting against the passage of the
so-called Jones-Green ship subsidy bill, which was referred to
the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a resolution of the Irving Parent-Teachers’
Association of Kansas City, Kans., favoring the enactment of
legislation creating a department of education, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Edueation and Labor.

Mr. NEWBERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Fergus, 8t. Charles, Chesaning, Saginaw, and Hemlock, all in
the State of Michigan, praying for the imposition in the pend-
ing tariff bill of a duty of $2 per 100 pounds on Cuban sugar,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. WILLIS presented the petition of Adam Fischer, of Syl-
vania, and sundry other citizens of Sylvania, Ottawa, Berkey,
Metamora, and Dundee, all in the State of Ohio, and Riga,
Mich., praying for the imposition in the pending tariff bill of a
duty of $2 per 100 pounds of Cuban sugar, which was referred
to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. TOWNSEND presented resolutions adopted by the Pres-
bytery of Lake Superior Presbyterian Church, at Sault Ste.
Marie, Mich., favoring amendments to the Constitution provid-

ing for uniform marriage and divorce laws and prohibiting
piol,vgamy, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Battle Creek,
Mich., praying that only a moderate duty on kid gloves be im-
posed in the pending tariff bill, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance, :

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New La-
t];mp, Mich., praying for the imposition in the pending tariff
bill of a duty of $2 per 100 pounds on Cuban sugar, which was
referred to the Committee on Finance.

REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS.

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were
referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

5 A'zl;i;l) (H. R. 5668) for the relief of Cora T. Dering (Rept.
No. 5

A bill (H. R. 87687) for the relief of F. E. Taylor and B. C.
Broom (Rept. No. 748) ; and

A bill (H, R. 9069) for the relief of William H. Slaine (Rept.
No, T49).

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED.

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that June 3, 1922, they presented to the President of
the United States the enrolled bill (8. T45) to amend section 24
and section 256 of the Judicial Code.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED.

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. SHEPPARD :

A bill (8. 8676) making appropriation for a quarantine sta-
tion at Sabine Pass, Tex.; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. HARRIS:;

A bill (8. 3677) authorizing the Director of the Census to col-
lect additional statisties of cotton; to the Committee on Com-
merce,

By Mr, KING:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 203) authorizing return to cor-
porations of neutral countries properties taken over during the
World War by the Alien Property Custodian; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL,

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment providing for im-
provement work at Buffalo Bayou, Tex,, in accordance with the
report submitted in House Document No. 93, Sixty-seventh Con-
gress, first session, and subject to the conditions set forth in
said document, intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R.
10766) authorizing appropriations for the prosecution and main-
tenance of public works on canals, rivers, and harbors, and for
other purposes, which was referred to the Commitiee on Com-
merce and ordered to be printed.

THE TARIFF.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the next paragraph in order
would have been the one relating to tanning dyes, but the Sena-
tor fron? Wisconsin [Mr. La Forrerre] says he is not prepared
to take that up, and asks that it may go over. Therefore I ask
that the Senate return to paragraph 302, relating to manganese
ore,

AMr. KING.
quoruin,

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Secretary will call the roll.

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

AMr. President, I suggest the absence of a

Ashurst Frelinghuysen Lenroot Shortridge
Borah Hale McCumber Simmons
Brandegee Harris McLean Smith
Broussard Harrison MeXNary Smoot
Bursum Heflin Nelson Spencer
Cameron Johnson Newberry Butherland
Capper Jones, N. Mex, Nicholson Swanson
Caraway Jones, Wash, Oddie Townsend
1t Ke]losf Page Underwood
Cummins Kendrick Pepper Wadsworth
Curtis Keyes Poindexter Watson, Ga,
Dial Ki Pomerene ¥
Dillingham Lad Ransdell
du Pont La Foilette Sheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-four Senators have answered
to their names, A guoruin is present.
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Mr, NICHOLSON, Mr. President, T ask that the amendment
1 have proposed to paragraph 802 of the pending tariff bill may
be reported.

The VICIS PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee
will be stated.

The Reapixe CLerg. On page 48, in paragraph 302, on line
20, the committee proposes to strike ont “ manganese ore or
concentrates containing in excess of 30 per cent of metallic
manganese, 1 cent per pound on the metallic manganese con-
tained therein; molybdenum,” and to insert the word “ molybde-
num,” so as to read:

Molybdenum ore or concentrates, 75 cents per pound on the metallie
molybdenum contained therein.

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. NicHorson] asks that the
Senate restore the House text by disagreeing to the commitfee
amendments,

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask
to have read a joint resolution passed by the Colorado Legisla-
ture during its special session, beginning in the month of April,
indorsing the House rate on tungsten.

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the date of the resolution?

Mr. NICHOLSON, May 10, 1922, 1 desire to state for the
information of the Senator from Mississippi that every Re-
publican and Democrat in the house and senate of the Colorado
Legislature voted for the adoption of the joint resolution.

Mr. HARRISON. I was merely wondering if they indorsed
the bill or merely indorsed the one item.

Mr, NICHOLSON. They merely indorsed the item mentioned
in the joint resolution which I have now offered. May we have
the joint resolution read?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will read as requested,

The reading clerk read as follows:

SrAaTE oF COLORADO,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF BTATE.
CERTIFICATE.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
State of Oaforado, &85

I. Carl 8. Milliken, secretary of state of the State of Colorado, do
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript
of Houose Joint Resolution No. 2, which was adopted at the extraordi-
nary session of the twenty-third general assembly of the State of
Colorado and filed In this office by the officers of the house of repre-
sentatives of said ammbl[)’.

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set m:{
great seal of the State of Colorado, at the city o
of May, A. D, 1922,

[SEAL.]

hand and affixed the
Denver, this 10th day

CARL S. MILLIEEN,
Beoretary of State.
House Joint Resolution No. 2.
MANGANESE ORE.

Whereas the mining industry of the West has been and is now
suffering because of a lack of profitable markets in which to dispose of
its various minerals; and

Whereas the development of the past few years shows that the West
and South contaln many bodies of availbale minerals largely used by
the industries of the Nationm, but which have heretofore been largely
imported from China, India, Brazil, and other foreign nations because
ef the cheap production costs therein on account of the cheap labor
and cheap ocean transportation; and

Whereas the markets for Colorado farm and range products, because
of the long distances of consumption centers of the Hast, were greatly
hampered because of the falling off of mining development and produc-
tion in the State;

Whereas the bullding up of mining activities in the State are vastly
imwﬂu«;ﬂ lnt order to furnish added markets for Colorado farm and
range products ;

Whereas the raliroads of the West, the arteries which are essential
to the farmer and which now are comg«iled to charge excessive freight
rates on a decreased business, are suffering depression because of the
loss of earnings by a lessening of the deman
ores and minerals, which loss must elther be charged against the
farmers’ product, or manifest itself by diminished and inadequate
transportation service ; and

Whereas the falling off in returns to the Federal Government under
the income tax law because of business depression makes necessary the
use of other sources of income in order to meet the required demands
grhgtwr-r::lmmml operation and the interest upon the burden of the war

ebt ; an

Whereas the steel industry of the United Btates annually consumes
more than one-half milllon tons of manganese ores, which have hereto-
fore been imported from foreign countries; and

Whereas the necessities of the war, during which all vessels were
needed to earry food and supplies to our soldiers In the trenches of
France, made the importation of foreign manganese difficult; and

Whereas the increased Prlce thereby oceasioned made possible the
increase of production of h ghiﬂ-nde manganese ore in the United States
from 2,635 tons in 1914 to 305,869 tons in 1918, and a total increase
of both high and low grade manganese ores from 100,900 tons in 1914
to 1,474,647 tons In 1918; and

Whereas the developments made in this production demonstrate that
the manganese reserves of this country are am‘rle and sufficient to
meet all of the industrial needs of the Nation ; an

Whereas the House of Representatives of the United States has
enacted a bill, known as the rdney bill, which provides for a duty of
1 cent per poond upon the manganese content of all imported ores:

Therefore be it

Resolved by the te and h of re of the State of
Colorado, in special session assembled at quemr Colo., on the 18th day
of April, 1922, That we Erotest against the &'adnx of the Colorado
miners in competition with the cheap labor of China, India, and Brazil;

and be it further

for transportation of

Resolved, That in order to add to the revenues of the Natlon. to
furnish adequate business to the railroads of the West, to stimulate
western mining production, and particularly that the manganese ores
of the State of Colorado can be mined and employment provided for
the miners of the West, the Senators of the State of Colorado, Members
in the United States Senate, are hereby earnestly urged to exert their
best efforts to secure the adoption by the United States Senate of the
tarifl rates proposed in the Fordmey bill for the protection of the man-
ganese industry of the West ; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the President of
the United States, the Hon, Warren G. Harding, to the Presiding Officer
of the United States Senate, Hon, CALvVIN CooLipée, and Hon. LawneNce
C. PHIPPS and Hon. Simrer D. NicmoLsos, Colorado Members in the
Benate of the United States.

Mr. NICHOLSON, Mr, President, I should like to address
the Senate on a subject which has heretofore been under discus-
sion and which is one of the most vital guestions in the whole
tariff bill. I refer to the tariff on manganese,

We may as well admit the issue. The tariff on manganese
would have been a settled fact months ago but for the selfish-
ness of the steel industry. I am not talking to you, therefore,
to prove any question of necessity for protection, any question
of the ability of this industry to develop under protection, or
any of the economic factors usually involved in a tariff discus-
sion; these issues have all been settled, and the result was
shown by the placing of a duty on manganese by the Ways and
Means Committee of the House after the most complete investi-
gation over a period of four months by its subcommittee on
metals; I am talking to you solely to counteract, if possible, the
insidious propaganda emanating from the selfishness of the steel
manufacturers.

The opposition to protection for this key industry in the
United States strikes at the very root of our tariff principles.
This opposition was conceived in selfishness. It has grown in
blindness. It is before you as a most shameful example of pro-
posed selfish legislative enactment. It uproots a high Republi-
can principle to meet the desires of an individual industry—
the steel interests.

In the reports of the Ways and Means Committee and the
Senate Finance Committee the steel producers are granted a
duty of one-half cent per pound on steel ingots, billets, and so
forth, valued at $33.60 per ton. This would amount to pro-
tection of $11.20 per ton, or a duty of 334 per cent.

The Fordney bill provided for manganese producers a duty
of 1 cent per pound metallic content of manganese ore. This
is equal to one-third to one-half cent duty per pound on the
ore as imported. It is equivalent to 16 cents per ton of man-
ganese contained in raw steel. This is the further equivalent
of seven-tenths of 1 per cent duty on steel.

Now, what does this mean? It means that the steel manu-
facturer has the protection of $11.20 per ton as contrasted to
16 cents per ton which he is asked to pay on the manganese
content. Deduct this from his tariff protection and he still has
a protection of $11.04 per ton net. Deduct the percentage from
his percentage of 33} per cent and he still has a net ad valorem
protection of 32.6 per cent.

It is difficult to conceive of a producer receiving $11.20 per
ton protection on his product objecting to a protective duty on
an essential raw material, which will only affect his net pro-
tection seven-tenths of 1 per cent.

After the steel manufacturer has paid his duty on manganese,
he still has a net protection of 32.6 per cent.

Let us consider the tarifft history of this gigantic industry.
It is insisting that those things which it must buy be on the
free list, and that those things that it sells shall be protected
by high rates of duty,

In 1883 steel was protected by a duty which ranged from $28
to $65 per ton. In all the years since the steel industry has en-
joyed free wfanganese, free iron ore, and free coal. To-day we
are told by the steel industry that a duty which increases the
cost of steel 16 cents per ton will ruin the indunstry”

In the tariff act of 1864, which was in effect in substance until
1883, the duty provided on steel ingots was $50.40 per ton,
(Tariff acts, U. 8. Document 671, 61st Congress, p. 234.) In
1870 a tariff of $28 per ton was provided on steel rails, (I
273, same reference.)

The tariff act of 1883 carried a duty on iron or steel rails of
nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound or $20.16 per ton. (P. 325,
same reference. )

The. price of steel rails in May, 1889, was $27 per ton.
(Mineral resources, Department of the Interior, Miscellaneous
Document No, 230, 51st Congress, p. 16.)

The tariff act of 1883 was then in effect. This was a duty
therefore of $20.16 per ton on a product valued at only $27 per
ton, or an ad valorem rate of 75 per cent.

This was at a time of great railroad expansion in the United
States, What burden did this tariff duty put upon the people
of the United States?
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Under a protective tariff the steel industry has flourished.
This is proper. The tariff on certain items has been gradually
reduced, but no appreciable tariff was imposed on the materials
used in making steel. To-day the steel people say that an in-
crease of 16 cents on the cost of manganese used in a ton of

steel will so burden the consumer that he will revolt, and that |

competition in foreign markets will be infpossible.

Iron ores carried a duty of 75 cents per ton in the tariff bill
of 1883. The purpose of this duty was to protect an infant in-
dustry in its development of iron ore deposits in this country.

Thiz emphatically resulted in great benefit to the country. But |

to do this the duty put a burden of at least $1.60 per ton on
raw or finished steel. This is ten times the burden that would
be placed on the cost of steel by the proposed manganese tariff.

The favorite statement of the steel interests has been that,

“We have no manganese ore in the United States suifable to
our needs,” This is the same old story that you hear from
every manufacturer who wants protection on what he sells, and
wants what he buys on the free list. Whether it be a woolen
manufacturer who wants free wool and protected worsteds, a
graphite manufacturer who wants protected lead pencils and
free graphite, or a steel maker who wants protected steel and
free nfanganese ore, it is just the same old story.

In 1918 we produced 310,000 tons of high-grade manganese
in the United States, and over 1,000,000 tons of manganiferous
iron ore, This ore was all sold to the steel industry. My own
State of Colorado has produced millions of tons of manganif-
erous ore and has many millions in reserve, It will take more
than oratory on the part of the steel interests to convince me
that we have no manganese in the United States.

There are over 400 districts in the United States capable of
producing manganese ore. Over 1,100 deposits have been in-
vestigated and reported upon by reputable engineers, mine
operators, and geologists.

In many of the districts much more ore has been actually
shipped from a single property than was originally credited to
the entire district, This apparent discrepancy is due to the
fact that no distinction was made between actual ore in sight
and ore reserves,

Improved metallurgical processes have also made the utili-
zation of many so-called low-grade manganese ores not only
possible but advantageous,

The output of manganiferous iron ore in the United States
jumped from 59,403 tons in 1913 to 1,168,777 tons in 1918,

In 1915 our manganese production was triple that of 1914,

In 1916 it was three times that of 1915. In 1917 it was again |

three times that of 1916, and in the first 104 months of 1918
it was three times that of 1917. This remarkable increase in
production came from the operation of only 10 per cent of the
known properties. Most of these were in their initial stages,
rarely exceeding 50 per cent of their capacity. This develop-
ment was being carried on diligently in the hope of again
trebling production during one more year of intensive effort.
It is the judgment of all those connected with the industry

that an output of 800,000 to 1,000,000 tons would have been |

a most modest expectation. This would have taken care of
much more than the total manganese requirements of the steel
industry for any year of its history.

The domestic production of manganese for 1918 was greater
than the total consumption of manganese by the steel industry
during any pre-war yvear. It was greater than the consump-
tion of manganese by the steel industry during 1919 or 1921,
and was greater than the average annual consumption of man-
ganese by the steel industry in all the years since the war. It
can not be doubted, then, that from three-fourths of a million
to one million tons could easily have been produced in 1919
had foreign ores been kept out and the demand continued.

If the companies mining manganese were satistied that their

operations were secure from ruinous foreign competition, the |

enfire management requirements of the United States could be
met by domestic production within a few years, and in the
meantime the revenue from imported manganese would be
welcomed by the Treasury Department and would relieve the
undue burdens now resting on the shoulders of American tax-
payers,

The statements by certain consumers that we have no ade-
quate manganese reserves are made either from a selfish
interest or are due to painful ignorance of our natural re-
SOUTCEes,

The annual requirement of manganese in the steel industry,
as stated by their representatives, is the equivalent of 800,000
tons of 45 per cent manganese ore., Of this amount one-half
can and will be consumed in the form of high manganese pig,
under modern established furnace practice. High manganese

| pig is made from manganiferous iron ore. To supply the
| 400,000 tons of equivalent 45 per cent manganese in this form
r will require 2.500,000 tons of manganiferous iron ore per an-
| num, as this ore ranges from 10 per cent to 35 per cent man-
ganese,

I have before me [exhibiting] two hundred or more state-
| ments of State geologists, mine operators, and mining engi-
"neers of recognized authority; statements signed by mine
| operators and owners, some of them are sworn to, many of
| them are based on careful engineers’ reports, from which are
summarized the manganese reserves of the United States.

\ The principal districts and other known investigated reserves
which total more than 25,000,000 tons, based on 45 per cent man-
| ganese ore, are as follows:

|

Alabama
APIEORe o ol s S n
Arkansas -
(48 HEh G T Y R e el SRR L R B SN RS
| Colorado
| Georgia___ e
e s S s
S e T e e T s 201,
ng Mexico-—_--- =S = 2%13 E;%
regon a X
i %cnge@ssee 1%%. g%
111 P ’
| Virginia_ 11, 114, 357
RTINS O e T A SRR e S SO R AR IR S 500
P e e e e e e e 25, 411, 707

Reserves of manganiferous iron ore which have been investi-
gated and checked to date occur in the following States:

Tons,
Alabama. = T e e 2, 000, 000
Arizona e e e ——- 4,107,110
A e e 3, 859, 500
F ORI OO e o e e e e e e e e T 60, 000
B D R AT TG 5 NS DL AL 2, 772, 000
| Georgia._ 480, DOO
| Michigan__ 7, 000, 000
| Minnesota_ 40, 178,510
Montana_ 227,492
| Nevada_ ____ 1, 052, 000

| New Mexico

| Oregon
! R e e

, 000
VIR = el e S 8, 406, 000

| There are known depogits on which only general estimates
have been given in the following States:

Maine, Missouri, Mississippi, Maryland, New Jersey, Okla-
- homa, South Dakota, Texas, Vermont, Wyoming, Idaho.
| Mr., President, in addition, there are millions of tons of re-
| coverable manganese associated with the metalliferous ores of
| the South and West. These will be made available if given
'adequate protection, These ores, with a value placed on their
| manganese content, will then be commercially valuable for the
eombined recovery of all minerals contained,

Concerning the manganiferous iron ore which it is estimated
will fill half of the requirements of manganese in the steel
industry : At a hearing before a special committee of Senators,
appointed to investigate the manganese reserves of the Nation,
a prominent producer of manganiferous iron ore stated. in the
presence of the officials of the steel companies, who are oppos-
ing this very tariff:

If this tariff 1s granted, I would be willing to take a contract fo
supply, not any individual steel company, not the Steel Corporation
alone, but the entire steel industry of the United States with its an-
nual requirements of manganiferous iron ore to take care of 50 per

cent of the manganese requirements of the United States, and these
‘ ?onﬂr-mcu who are here, who are to-day my best customers, know that

fill my contracts and that I would fill this contract.

Mr. President, to this startling statement none of the repre-
sentatives of the steel industry there present interposed any
objection or contradiction. Does this look like insufficiency of
reserves? Hardly. And it did not look so fo the representa-
tives of the steel industry who were there,

LABOR COSTS,

The cost of production in labor per day in foreign countries
producing manganese ore is as follows—and I wish the Sen-
ators would take note of this particular schedule. These fig-
ures I received from the Department of Commerce a few days
ago:

|
Country. Source of information. | Cost.

India. (15}
Brazil. .8
Caba s sl +25
Central America. -35
Russia (Ural Mountains .07
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This is the kind of labor with which the American miner is
asked to compete if he is to produce manganese ore for the
great steel corporations of this country.

The average wage paid to manganese miners in the United
States is $4 per day. The labor cost per ton of foreign ore
varies from 30 cents to $1.25. The labor cost per ton of domes-
tie ore ranges from $6.50 to $£15 per ton. The difference be-
tween the foreirm and domestic labor cost is, therefore, from
$6.30 to $14.75 per ton,

RATES.

The ocean freights on imperted mangianese have ranged
from 30 ¢ents per ton to $4 per ton, To this must be added
freight rate from mine to ocean port and freight from port of
entry to furnace. The total of these two rates averages be-
tween 83 and $7. The domestic rate on manganese ore from
mine to furnace ranges from $4.50 to $14 per ton, with an
average of £10 per rom.

American manganese ore is, therefore, under a labor handi-
eap, which averages $6.30 to $14.75 per ton, and a freight handi-
cap which averages from $4.50 to $10 per ton.

In connection with fthis discussion of freight rates it should
be noted that when the horizontal advance in railroad rates
was made inm August, 1920, rates on imported manganese ore
fromn New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore to Pittsburgh
stutions and Besseiner were increased as follows: ._

Old rates New rates
Frne w9, | 100
“iol w7
3.38 546
3.36 545

On November 15, 1921, the earriers estahlished special reduced
rates, as follows: 4

Reduced | Percent-

From— rates age of

1921.  reduection

Per cent.

B T e T e e el S et et S i $.12 46
Philadelphia. e Dvasing 252 52
g - T ieys 272 50
These rates applied until February 25, 1922, when new

rates higher than those of November, 1921, but still 40 per
cent lower than those of August, 1920, were made effective, as

follows :
New rate, February, 1922,

FProm—
New York - __ Tl $3. 96
Philadelphia ¥ 3. 36
Baltimore .-~ e e e e o B RS

These rates, however, were apparently unsatisfactory to the
eteel industry, and on April 1, 1922, practically only one month
after the previous change, the special reduced rates granted
in November, 1921, were again established, so that the present
rates to Pittsburgh and Bessemer are:

Reduced rates, April, 1922 °

m—
New York.._.. $3.12
Philadelphia - 2.52
HBaltimore ST

Note, then, that while the steel indusiry secured reduction
in freight rates on foreign ore no attempt was made to secure
any reduction in freight rates on domestic manganese ore,

In his semiannual address to the American Iron and Steel
Institute on Friday, May 26, Judge Gary, chairman of the
Steel Corporation, advoeated—I quote from the statement in
the Washington Post of Saturday, May 27—that—

Congress take the tariff out of pelitica. * * * The tariff ques-
tion ﬁg;'illtl be dolo{zaied for investigation to a * commission of well-
paid, high-minded, intelligent, competent, and nou;mrﬂsan appointees,
authorized to ascertain and communicate the facts and figures.”
Their reports should be freguent, so that, if deemed becessary, a
change in or amendment to the tariff laws conld be made at any time
Congress iz in session.

Take the tariff out of politics? Of course, the judge would
like to have the tariff handled by a governmental executive
burean. It wonld make it possible to conecentrate the eduea-
tional effortg of such employees as Mr. Hughes toward the
realization of their idea of a proper tariff arrangement for the
steel industry to have everything they eell protected and every-
thing they buy on the free list.

Their suecess in getting low freight rates en their manganese
ore mined in Brazil from decks te furnace when they l?rport it

into this country while domestic ore gets no such consideration
from the Interstate Commerce Commission should give them
great encouragement in the efficacy of such a system, for the
reason that a small commission would be more easily approached
and with less publicity than in having the matter discussed in a
tariff bill before the United States Congress. These great cor-
L porations could keep men constantly in Washington, year in and
year out, to see that manganese never got adequate protection.

In 1918 Brazil exported to the United States 345,877 tons of
manganese ore, taking an expert duty of $1.85 per ton from
Brazil, assessed by the Brazilian State of origin. The Govern-
ment railroad which transported these ores to seaboard in-
creased its freight rate in order to enhance the Government
revenues,

This increased the cost of manganese to the United States by
approximately $1,000,000, which the steel industry paid without
objection. The cost was passed on to the consumer. It is
logical, therefore, to presume that in the absence of an import
duty here Brazilian export taxes will be increased to the
maximum the traffic will bear, all of which will be passed on to
the consumers here. This would resunlt in no benefit to this
(fovernment, and would be a detriment to our manganese pro-
ducers.

According to the report of the War Indusiries Board, page
143, the price of ferromanganese was $37.50 per ton in 1914,
It reached $450 in July, 1917, and was stabilized at $250 the
latter part of that year through the efforts of the American
Iron & Steel Institute. Shortage of shipping and the sub-
marine menace made it necessary to pay this price in order to
get American production.

Thus because its own manganese resources had not been
developed this country paid a penalty of over $50,000,000, Had
importations of manganese ore been cut off, in three months
time the steel industry would have been absolutely paralyzed.
Ninety per cent of its orders at that time were for essential
war materials, This on no less authority than Mr. James A.
Farrell, president of the United States Steel Corporation.

The present manganese deposits of the United States are
sufficient to meet all the industrial needs of the Nation. An
undeveloped deposit is of no value in either peace or war.

The development of the maupganese industry under the sta-
bilizing influence of a protective tariff will be vastly different
from development to meet war needs. It will be substantial,
permanent, constructive. Having assurance of a protected miar-
ket over a number of years, instead of the hazards of a fluctu-
ating market upon war demands, prodocers will~be able to
plan their operations on a permanent basis with true engineer-
ing efficiency. They will build up a permanent mineral industry
which will compare favorably with the other great mineral
industries of this country.

Competition is the life of trade. A duty which will give to
the American manganese producer an equal competitive tield
with foreign production will stimulate domestie production. It
will provide revenue for our Government, It will strengthen
our national defense,

The wide distribution of our manganese deposits does not
lend itself to monopolistic control, From a purely revenue
standpoint the manganese industry is as logically entitled to a
duty as any other. Upon the basic principles of a protective
tariff, it is more entitled to protection than any other.

The development of the manganese industry will create self-
supporting communities in 26 States. These communities will
furnish sieady employment for thousands of men. They will
produce substantial railway revenues. They will offer a near-
by market for the products of our farms and will increase the
purchasing power of American labor,

It has been sfated by the steel interests that our exports
represent our surplus, and this is exported whether money is
mwade or lost, because more labor is employed, overhead is
kept down, and production is cheaper.

It wounld be interesting to note the amount of excess profits
which the American people pay annually to the steel industry.
They beg for free manganese in order fo creafte a surplus on
the plea of employing home labor. What about the employment
of home labor in the manganese mines of America?

In the year 1920 the United States produced approximately
41,000,000 tons of raw steel. On the basis of 1 cent per pound
on the metallic content of the ore, it is estimated that the
duty on manganese provided by the Fordney bill would yield
an approximate revenue of $6,560,000 per year. The steel
interests, nuortured and fattened by a protective tariff, and now
being long past the infant-industry stage, ask a total tariff
protection of $475.000.000 on their products.

I have here statements showing the ecapitalization and earn-

ings of the United States Steel Corporation, which I send to |
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the desk and ask to have them incorporated as part of my
remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Oppig in the chair). With-
out objection, it is so ordered. :

The matter referred to is as follows:

In 1910 the United States Commissioner of Corporations reported
that in 1901 the United States Steel Corporation’s estimate of the
value of lts tangible pro rt; exceeded the value as computed by Gov-
Eﬁn;l‘;}n; experts $804,946,615; in 1007, $572,001,540; in 1910, §506,-

The total capitalization of the corporation in April, 1901 includin
underlying bonds and purchase money obligations was $1,402,848 817,
Its investment in tangible pr;;%erty alone, as indicated by historical
analysis, was 3876.0015,000. e excess of its outstanding securities
over its investment amounted to $726,846,817. The total value of its
rrapert_v, tangible and intangible, as indicated by the market prices of
Is securitier was $793,000, Its total capitalization exceeded this
amount hy $609.846.817.

The value of the corporation’s tangible property as of December 31,
1820, as shown by its annual veport, was $1,995,100,483.86 for 1920.
While the value of its property as of that date iumed upon the 1910
valuation made by the Commisszioner of Corghoratlnus and adding thereto
net additions to investment as shown by the corporation’s annual re-

orts, alter making adjustments for depreciation, ete.,, would have been

1.585,939,570.81.

Tital nutntnnding securities, ete;, on December 31, 1920, amounted
to $1.455,395.645.10. These figures indicate that the enormous over-
capitalizatioh of 1901 condemned by the Commissioner of Corporations,
in his investigation, has Y“een completely made cver into real money
out of the pockets of the people of the United States by earnings and
profits accumulated sinece.

It is impossible’ to determine the true annual net earnings of the
corporation by the examination of its annual reports. Several im-
portunt items are difficult to analyze or explain; for example, the cor-

oration claims to have spent for “ repairs and maintenance” in 1914
¥4n.nm:_mo— 19135, $40.000,000: 1916, $65,000,000; 1917, $835,000,000 ;
918, $100,000,000: 1919, §110,000,000: 1920, $145,000,000; appar-
ently in addition to large dednctions for depreciation, replacements, ete,

If might well be assumed that some of the corporation’s cipital
expenditures are being written off as expense in order to reduce Fed-
eral income and excess profits taxes,

Comparison of investment of steel corporation, with total earnings
thereon. as adjusted by the United States Bureau of Corporations,
yearly, 1901-1910:

Total invest- i Earuings as
¥

ment in tangi- | adjust Per cent.
ble property. \ Teall.
$608, B0, 756 1 §77,741, 231 114.8
763, 574,919 121, 502, 15,9
£06, 615, 970 94,158,958 1L7
28, 143 62, 401, 950 7.6
, B40, 920 112, 830, 835 12,9
307, 884 143, 308, 707 15.1
768, 602 155, 416, 873 14.4
, 425, 487 84, 793, 296 7.8
875, 993 120, 807, 579 10.5
0982, 038 127,216, 084 10,7
1, 100, 350, 857

258, 472 112, 856, 498 12.0

1 Nine months—April to December,
t Indicated rate per annum based on actual earnings for 9 months.

Estimate of value of tangible assets of the United Btates Steel Cor-
poration, 1911 to 1920, inclusive. and net earnings, as shown by cor-
poration's annual reports. (Values based ‘on 1910 valuation made by
Commissioner of Corporations plus annual net additions to investment.)

Estimated value Per
of tangible assets, | 1Yot eamnings. cent.
T el L e e $1,234,412,509.12 | $104, 304, 465. &7 8.5
1,245,721,173.01 117,926, 402. 02 9.4
1,208,561, 078.46 | 147,186, 610, 81 1.3
1/327,185.403.93 | 81,746, 517.56 6.2
1,338,083, 273. 34 , 250, 066, 10.5
1,395 738 559, 59 ’ 307092, 44 2.8
1/440/150,800.24 | 304,161,471, 53 2101
1,500/ 742, 042 02 *281/104. 23 13.9
1,532,355, M8.17 200,039. 24 8.9
1/585/030,570.81 | 185,005,359, 28 17
13,808,801, 240.30 | 1, T84, 220, 735. 61 127.1
AVErage... ...oovoviseannne.| 1,380,889,124,04 | 178, 422,073.56 12.7

Mr., NICHOLSON. Mr. President, the corporation’s annual
reports show that in 1916 it had set aside for Federal taxes
£22171,540.47; 1917, $247,463,230.85; 1018, $288078,865.12;
1919, $70,574.345.84; 1920, $63,063,930.51. It does not follow,
however, that the amounts set aside correspond to the amounts
ultimately paid. It is safe to assume that the corporation did
not pay $247,463,230.85 in 1917 and $288,078,865.12 in 1918,

After securing an adjustment of its invested capital, March
1, 1913, value, depreciation, depletion, war amortization, obsoles-
vence, inventories, and so forth, with the Bureau of Internal
Revenue, it is fair to assume that the corporation did not pay
the amounts originally set aside. It would be interesting to
know just how much of the annual reserves for taxes was

actually paid and how much turned back to surplus. It is
suggestive to note that the total surplus of the corporation
jumped from $180,025,328.74 in 1915 to the enormous sum of
$523,454,800.80 on December 31, 1920,

Of course, the revenue law does not" permit the Revenne
Bureau to disclose the true figures for taxes or the basis for
their computation.

The asset value of each ghare of stock is said by the Maga-
zine of Wall Street of April 15, 1922, to approximate $260, or a
total of more than $2,258500,000, although total outstanding
securities, including capital stock, bonded and debenture lia-
bility, and go forth, amounted in 1920 to only $1,455,395,645.10,

If the Bureau of Internal Revenue allowed the corporation
either an invested capital value, or a March 1, 1913, value, suffi-
cient to give its stock an asset value of $260 per share, when
the par value is only $100 per share and the market value little
more than that amount, the Government has not received its
full share of excess war profits.

At the end of 1910 the fotal dividends paid on the preferred
stock amounted to $269,414,628.66 and on common stock $124,-
512,257.50. From 1911 fto 1920, inclusive, dividends paid on
the preferred stock amounted to $252,196,770 and on the com-
mon $355,811,750.

Capital stock, surplus, earnings, taxes, dividends, interest,
depreciation, and so forth, additions to property account, as
shown by annual reports of United States Steel Corporation,
1911 to 1920, inclusive, are as follows:

Capital stock. Surplus. Not earnings.! Tax.
$8€8, 163,600,00 | $133,601,195.08 | $111,018,324, 23 $6, 712, 858. 36
868, 583, 600. 00 136, 716,245, 27 124,603, 407, 46 6, 767, 095, 44
868, 583, 600, 00 151, TOR, 428, 80 156,067, 118. 42 8,000, 501. 61
S68,583,600.00 | 135,204,471.90 90, 348, 821, 38 8, 602, 303. 52
BA8, 553, 600. 00 180, (425, 338, 74 150, 181,011, 18 9,930, 044. 85
868, 583, 600, 00 381, 360, 913. 37 365, 168, 632, 21 22,171, 540, 47
868, 583, 600, 09 431, 660, 803, 63 651,394, 702. 38 | 247, 463,230, 85
868, 583, 600. 00 466, 888, 421, 38 406,350, 960,35 | 288 078, 885, 12
868, 583, 600, 00 493, 048, 201, 03 222,864,085, 08 |  70,574,845.84
868,583,600,00 | 523,454,800.89 | 248150,280,79 | 63,063,030, 51
732, 265, 616, 57
Interest.
$31, 144, 818, 31
32, 569, 199. 65
32, 517, 062. 96
32,321, 989, 22
31, 782, 688, 43
31, 025, 767. 84
30, 125, 504, 67
20, 825, 540, 57
29, 210, 897. 57
28, 514, 020, 45
309, 034, 279, 67

Depreciation,
extraordinary Additions
replacement to property

and sinking account.
funds.

.| $26,080,025.63 | $72,150,014.60
. 30,444,978.36 | 38,499, 515. 14
31,860,652.72 | 65,111, 535,32
25,143,207.41 | 45, 070, 060. 67
32, 428, 048,85 | 37,661,461, 10
39,547,812.65 | 79,663, 068.53
51,553, 271.67 | 107, 260, 620. 11
40,718,523 70 | 96,012 665. 55
45,545,026, 43 | 68356644, 41
46,684,364.32 | 97,857, 146.25
L e e L L 370,906,911.91 | 708, 342, 740, 77

1 Before deducting taxes, dividends, interest, depreciation, replacement, and
sinking funds,

During the 10-vear period 1911-1920, inclusive, this great
monopoly paid:
In dlvidends
Interest on bonds, ete o Ik 735
Inte depreciation, extraordinary replacement, and

sinking-fund reserves_____________________ ————  3T0, 906, 511, 04 .
Into surplus_____________ : -~ 389, T63, 695. 81
Into property investment and stripping and develop-

AT T R o e e e e re i BT TO8, 522, 740. 77

In 1917 the Steel Coorporation, notwithstanding the fact that
it et aside $247.463,230.85 for taxes and paid $30,125594 67 in-
terest on bonds, and so forth, $51,553.271.67 depreciation, re-

-~ $608, D08, 520. VO
J08, 034, 259, 47
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placement, and sinking funds, $107,260,620.11 additions to prop-
erty investment, and $50,209,810.26. to surplus, a total of $486,
702,536.56, paid T per cent on preferred stock and 18 per cent
on common,

In 1918 this corporation, after setting aside $288,078,865.12
for taxes and paying $29,825540.57 interest on bonds, and so
forth, $40,718,823.70 to depreciation, replacement, and. sinking
funds, $06,912,665.55 to property investment, and $35,227,617.756
to surplus. a total of $490,763,512.69, paid dividends of T per
cent on preferred stock and 14 per cent on common.

Here is the outrageous spectacle of a great monopolistic com-
bine: gouging the consuming public for enormous dividends,
credits to surplus, and additions to property investment at a
time when the Nation is struggling in the throes of war,
when every man and interest are expected to do their bit.
Thesge figures prove that the consumer of steel paid not only
his own: income and excess-profits taxes, if any, but alse the
hundreds of millions assessed to the United States Steel Cor-
poration.

The history of all the other steel companies combined parallels
that of the United States Steel Corporation.

AMr. KING. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Certainly.

Mr. KING. The Senator is now speaking of the Steel Cor-
poration?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes; the United States Steel Corporation.

Mr. KING. And its enormous dividends?

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes.

Mr, KING. That same steel company is asking for increased
rates in this bill upon some of its products, I understand.

Mr. NICHOLSON. I have not made a comparison between
the rates in the pending bill and those in the Payne-Aldrich
law, but I will state for the information of the Senator that I
am quite sure the rates are inereased over those in the Under-
wood 1aw.

Mr. KING. In view of the fact that these steel corporations,
one or more, have made such enormous profits, does the Sena-
tor think we ought to increase the present tariff'?

Mr, NICHOLSON, I will state for the information of the
Senator that up to this time I have not heard it suggested,
either from the other side of the Chamber or from this side,
whether the schedules which are to be found in the Fordney-
McCumber bill are higher than the difference in the cost of
production at home and abroad. I will say emphatically to
the Senator from Utah that when he can show me that a rate
is greater than the difference between the cost of production
in this country and abroad, he will find me voting to reduce
the rate to that difference.

Mr. KING, If it has not been stated on this side, one Mem-
ber on this side will state to the Senator that these steel prod-
ucts ought to be put on the free list. T think the able argu-
ment which the Senator is now making is an argument in
favor of placing upon the free list these steel products, from
which such enormous profits have been made, indeed so enor-
mous as to excite the just indignation of the able Senator from
Colorado.

Mr. NICHOLSON. As to that statement I will say that what
we need is a regulatory supervision over these prices rather
than the allowing of cheap products to come from abroad;
what we need is to see that the rates are so adjusted that these
enormous profits are not possible.

Mr. KING. Let me day to the Senator, if he will pardon
me for further trespassing upon his time, that if he and other
Republicans force upon the country this tariff bill, which pro-
vides these enormous rates, so that other corporations may
make the enormous profits which the Steel Corporation has
made, they are going to get regulation, not only of the Steel
Corporation and others but of substantially all corporations
engaged in interstate commerce, because the American people,
while they do not want bureaucraey, paternalism, and social-
ism, are not going to permit these great corporations to make
such enormous profits, exploiting and robbing the people in so
doing. They will take hold of them and regulate them, and
I am afraid the effect will be to diminish efficiency and to
reduce our business activities to dead level of uniformity.
But be that as it may, the American people are not going to
submit to extortion at the hands of the protected monopolies
of the United States.

Mr. NICHOLSON. The statement made by the Senator from
Utah was quite extended. Instead of asking a question he has
delivered a speech, and I am not going to take time now
%1 t;iply to the address made by the distinguished Senator from
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Mr., KING. The Senator was making such an interesting
statement that I felt impelled to ascertain his views ‘on the
question.

Mr. NICHOLSON. These other steel companies have a series
of well-developed plans for ome or more mergers; which, if
completed, would approximate the United States Steel Corpora-
tion: itself in size and power.

John A. Topping, the present head of the Republic Iron &
Steel Corporation, is thie most hopeful aspirant for the presi-
dency of this new merger. It is an open secret that his ability
to head this merger will be closely gauged by his suncecess
in leading the fight against a proper protective tariff om
manganese ore to a conelusion successful for the steel eom-
panies,

I would like to have the attention of the Senator from Utah
[Mr. KiNa] in order to inform him what took place at a con-
ference between the steel manufacturers and the producers of
manganese,

At a conference held in the committee rooms of the Senate Com-
mittee on Banking and' Currency, at the suggestion of members
of the Senate Finance Committee, to attempt to effect a com-
promise on the propoesed tariff on manganese, I asked Mr. Top-
ping what he considered' a proper basis for such combromise. I
said, * Mr. Topping, the steel industry has built up its enormons
prosperity through the benefits and protection afforded by a
protective tariff. Are you willing that this manganese industry
be permitted to attempt development under the same protec-
tion?” To this question Mr. Topping answered, “ No.,” * Very
well,” I s=aid, *are yon willing that the manganese industry
shall have a rate of tariff for its protection which shall amount
to the difference in the cost of production here and the cost of
production in foreign countries?” Mo this again Mr. Topping
answered * No,”

At this juncture the junior Senator from Washington, equally
interested in just protection of these newly developed mineral
industries, entered the room and said, “Pardon my natural
curiosity, but who is this that we are asking if they will stand
for certain rates of duty on the products of American industry?
Who is writing this tariff bill? I was under the impression
that this tariff bill was being prepared by the Congress of the
United States, not by Mr. Topping and his associates.”

The euriosity of the Senator from Washington can be easily
understood. The active opposition of the steel industry to a
tariff on the materials which are component parts of steel,
while they at the same time demand rates of duty on tlieir own
produets which brought them the presperity just outlined, is
the erying shame of this tariff bill.

Later in this meeting I told Mr, Topping what I thought of
the industry that wanted everything which it purchases placed
on the free list and everything which it sells protected.

Now, what is back of this whole thing? Let us look this
thing right in the eye. The United States Steel Corporation
owns a mine in Brazil, the Morra da Mina. They bought this
mine less than a year ago. There the Steel Corporation can
hire native labor for 28 cents a day. It can ship this ore to
the United States and still get it cheaper than it can be pro-
duced in the United States with American labor. The otlier
steel companies want to buy ore which is produced in the Ural
Mountains with wages T cents a day, in India with wages 6
cents a day, while our American workmen are walking the
streets seeking employment.

In the capital city of my State only a few months ago the
city gave over a day fo the alleviation of the condition of
former service men out of employment. It was: called * Have-a-
heart day.” Many of the good women of Denver gave practi-
eally all of their time for a week in advance and set aside this
day, when a thousand of them appeared on the streets solicit:
ing funds to relieve returned soldiers who were In distress
beecause of their inability to secure employment.

Among these unemployed men were thousands of former
miners. Yet; within but a few miles of Denver lie magnificent
deposits of manganese ore, idle mines at wliich these men could
have been employed, supporting their families, and not a hur-
den upon the public sympathy and public purse. These mines
are idle because these very steel companies are now and have
been ever since the World War importing all the manganese
they could bring in from foreign countries, where it is produced
with the cheapest labor in the world.

When- the price of steel was jumping by leaps and bounds
during the war the consumers of steel products were told, * We
have to raise the price of steel because of raw materials whicn
cost us more.” After the war was over the prices of steel prod-
ucts remained at their war-time levels for nearly two and a
half years.
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STEEL PRICES.
On March 2, 1919, the industrial board fixed the price of steel
as ghown in this table:
Indea steel prices per hundredweight,
(Commerce Department and Metal Statisties.)

Rails, | Shapes. | Plates. m Bars.
28.00 l 1.05 1.05 1.80 1.05
58,00 3.10 3,60 4. 50 3.00
55,00 |  3.00 3.25 5.00 2.90
55.00 | 3.00 3,25 5.00 2.80
45.00 | 2.45 2:65 4.35 2.35
45.00 | 2,45 2.65 4.35 2.85
40.00 | 2.20 2.20 4.00 2,10

]

1 Prices fixed by industrial board Mar. 21, 1819,
1 Prices announced by Steel Corporation }kpr. 21,1021

Mr, KING. Will the Senator permit a guestion for informa-
tion? :

AMr. NICHOLSON. Certainly. T will be glad to answer if I
can impart the information.

Mr. KING. The Senator has stated that certain rates were
fixed during the war and maintained——

Ar. NICHOLSON. For two and a half years after the armi-
stice.

Mr. KING. When the rates were fixed during the war, did
all the steel companies, the independents as well as the Steel
Corporation, adhere to those rates?

Mr, NICHOLSON, 8o far as I know, they did.

Mr. KING. 8o long as these rates were in effect, was there a
generdil acceptation of them by all the steel companies of the
United States?

Mr. NICHOLSON. I think in a large measure that is true.

Mr, KiN(G. To what extent, may I inquire of the Senator,
have the independents since then departed from those riates?

Mr, NICHOLSON. 1 think the Steel Trust and the independ-
ents maintdin prices very nearly on an equality, The inde-
pendents cut prices, as I recall it, below those of the Steel
Corporation, but it was for only a short period, because they
were informed that if they cut prices the Steel Corporation
would cut prices below their prices, and my recollection is that
the independents came back to the schedule fixed by the Steel
Corporation.

Mr, KING. Has not the investigation which the able SBenator
has made convineed him that many of the so-called independents
have really used the Steel Trust or the big steel company as a
shield to fix rates, behind which they fook lodgment and
availed themselves of the same high rates as announced und
maintaineil by the Steel Trusi?

Mr. NICHOLSON. 1 would place a different construction
upon the situation from the construction placed by the Senator
from Utah. I would say that the independents, if we are to
reason back to the big Gary dinners, were compelled to accept
rates fixed by the Steel Corporation, and that it was not of
their liking or choosing but due to a matter of compulsion.

AMr, KING. So long as there has been a demand for the
combined product of the Steel Corporation and the independ-
ents, have not the independents shown a good deal of happy
disposition to follow the rates fixed by the Steel Trust.

Mr. NICHOLSON. If the Senator will take the map and
see where the steel plants are located, and where the independ-
ent plants are located, he will think differently. Take the
Midvale Steel or the Bethlehem Steel Co. They would receive
an inquiry for a large tonnage, we will say, in Nebraska or
Colorado. The United States Steel Corporation could furnish
that steel cheaper than the Midvale or the Bethlehem Steel
Clo. on account of the difference in freight rates. They would
ship it from Chicago. If they get comtracts in close proximity
to the independents they are on an equal basis with them. The
Senator can readily see from the placing of the various steel
plants of the Steel Corporation that they have a great advan-
tage in freight rates over their independent competitors.

Mr. KING. After all, then, the Steel Corporation fixes the
prices of steel products?

Mr. NICHOLSON. I would say so in a large measure.

Mr, KING. If the independents desired to enter into com-
petition and to lower the prices they would fear the domina-
tion of the Steel Trust and would trail in behind it, accepting
the rates which it fixed. Accepting that conclusion, may I
suggest to the Senator whether he does not think now, in all
fairness, that we ounght to put sieel products on the free list?

Mr. NICHOLSON. I want to call the attention of the dis-
tinguished Senator from Utah to the fact that it was under

the beneficent auspices of a Democratic administration that
these enormous profits were permitted to be made,

Mr. KING. I want the Senator to understand that I am
sitting at the feet of Gamaliel now and seecking information.
I am conceding, as the Senator stated, that there have been
these enormous profits, that the steel corporation has gouged
the public—and the Senator nsed that expression, and I think
quite properly—and got tliese enormous profits. The Sensator
has indicated that they dominated and that the independents
have followed behind them and accepted in the main the rates
which they fixed. Does not the Senator think in all Tairness
that we ought not to prostitute the taxing power of the Gov-
ernment to permit this monopoly to continue to rob and ex-
ploit the American people?

Mr. NICHOLSON. I will base my reply upon two proposi-
tions—first, that the steel industry seems to be more strongly
intrenched so far as getting preferential consideration than
any other industry that I know of. On my own side of the
Chamber we are in favor of protection. On the SBenator’s side
of the Chamber they are in favor of admitting all the raw
products free.

Mr. KING. Oh, no; I do not want the Senator to make that
statement.

Mr. NICHOLSON. That is the statement of the Senator
from Utah.

Mr. KING. Oh, no.

Mr. NICHOLSON. The Democratic Party is a free-trade
party.

Mr. KING. The Senator has made his statement too broad.

Mr. NICHOLSON. I hope I have made it too broad.

Mr. KING. There are spotted protectionists on this side, as
there are spotted protectionists on the Senator’s side of the
aigle,

Mr, NICHOLSON. It would be very pleasing to me if T have
made too broad a statement so far as the Democratic Party is
concerned.

Throughout the remainder of 1919 and all of 1920 and up
until about one year ago the corporation maintained these
prices. On April 12, 1921, the corporation announced the first
reduction of its prices since the signing of <he armistice.

Further, a resumption of imports of foreign low-priced basic
materials for steel began in 1918 and 1919, and the prives of
steel were held at their war-time levels until the late spring of
1021, Steel prices were not cut until about a year ago, and the
net earnings of the steel companies during these supposedly
lean years have been greater than they were during the years
before the war.

What benefit does the consumer of steel derive, or has he
ever derived, from this employment of foreign labor, owned and
controlled by the steel industries of the United States? It
surely has not been reflected in the price to the consumer. I3
it possible that the advantage of this ownership of foreign
mines is reflected in the earnings of the steel companies?

The monthly earnings of the Steel Corporation in the latter
part of 1916 were in excess of $35,000,000 per month. There-
after the decrease in earnings during 1917, 1918, and 1919 was
due entirely to the deduction of the excess-profits tax. With
the exception of this deduction, the earnings of the United
States Steel Corporation have been §10,000,000 higher per
month than they were in 1915. So that at no time were any
of these war-time excess-profits taxes ever paid by the Steel
Corporation or by any other steel company.

If an article cost them $1 to make and they sold it for $2,
their profit being $1, and by the addition of these taxes their
cost wae increased to $1.50, they sold the same article for $3
and make $1.50 where they had previously made $1.

Here are some typical steel items on which the manganese
producer asks 16 cents per ton and on which the steel manu-
facturer receives the following duties:

AFFECTING THE BUILDING INDUSTRY.

Beams, channel steel, $10.50 per ton upward.

Sashes, frames and building forms, 40 per cent ad valorem.
Galvanized roofing, $19 per ton.
Butt and lap welded pipe, $15 to $33 per ton.
Conduit pipe, 385 per cent ad valorem.

Nails, $8 to $50 per ton.

Rivets, $20 per ton.

Sereening, 25 to 45 per cent ad valorem.
Serews, $60 to $200 per ton.

AFFECTING RAILROADS.
Rails, $3.92 ton.

Fishplates, $5 per ton.

Bolts, $20 per ton.

Lock washers, 40 per cent ad valorem,
Wheels and axle parts, $20 %er ton,

Track tools and sledges, §32.560 per ton.




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 5,

8176

AFFECTING THE FARMER,

ITorse and mule shoes, $12 to $40 per ton,

Horseshoe nails; $50 per ton.

Hoop, band iron. and cotton-baling iron, $5 to $11 per ton.

Galvanized wire, $10 per ton.

Crowbars, $27.50 per ton (or 37} cents for every crowbar used in the
United States).

Wire rope, 40 per cent ad valorem.

Chain, $20 to $80 per ton, * provided no chain except anchor and
stud chain shall pay a less duty than 45 per cent ad valorem.”

Anvils, £32.50 per ton.

Bolts, ete., $12 to $20 per ton.

Lock nuts, 40 per cent ad valorem.

Tin plate, $20 6_)er ton.

Culvert pipe, 30 per cent ad valorem plus $4 per ton.

AFFECTING MISCELLANEOUS MANUFACTURING INDUSTRY.

Steel billets, $11.20 per ton (which at to-day’s market Is 333 per
cent ad valorem).

The protection afforded to the steel industry on this one item
alone, of 42,000,000 tons of steel per year, is $475.000,000 or
more.

Steel forgings, 30 per cent ad valorem. (Every steel forging for
whatever purpose bears a protection of 80 per cent ad valorem.)

Covered wire. 40 per cent ad valorem. y

Wire rope, 40 per cent ad valorem.

Spinning-ring travelers, 40 per cent ad valorem.

} ire heddles and healds, 25 cents per thousand plug 40 per cent ad
Yalorem.

Steel wool, $200 per ton plug 30 l?(-r cent ad valorem.

Ball bearings, £200 per ton plus 55 per cent ad valorem,

At a hearing before the Senate Finance Committee on
Angust 25, 1921, Mr. John A. Topping, representing the Republic
Iron & Steel Co., asked:

Is it a time-honored policy of the Republican Party—protection of
finished products and free raw materials?

What, then, shall we say to an ad valorem duty of 333 per cent on
steel ingots, basic product of the steel industry of the United States,
and the raw material of every metal manufacmring industry; a pro-
tection which costs the people of this eountry $475,000,000 a year,
and benefits the steel industry a like amount? The manganese industry
is asking this powerful steel industry to permit a duty which amounts
to 14 cents per ton on these same steel ingots.

The best answer to this question is a statement by Chairman Forp-
¥EY, of the House Ways and Means Committee, when he said, “ There
has been a great deal of talk here about raw material; hide on the
back of a range steer, which has never had a bit of human care, is a
raw material ; iron ore, lying in the ground, is raw material; but when
one element of humap labor has been added to any such thing to
prepare it for its market it has become that man's finished product.”

Chairman Forpxey, of the House Ways and Means Committee,
had all the faects before him when considering the merits of
manganese protection. He appointed a subcommittee to in-
vestigate the manganese reserves, he gave the manganese pro-
ducers a chance to be heard, and, although this committee was
besieged by the agents of the steel interests in their opposition
fo a tariff on manganese, he refused to bend his knees to their
dominance and attempted perversion of Republican principles.

President Campbell, of the Youngstown Steel & Tube Co.,
said:

The duties on mangancse ore and alloys will put a considerable tax
on the steel industry which the consumer must pay. We will pay it
first and then pass it on to the consumer.

If a tariff of 16 cents a ton on steel is passed on to the
consumer, the public has little to fear. Mr. Campbeil does not
hesitate to ask for a duty on his products, such as pipe, amount-
ing to §15 a ton, or on wire rods of $6.72 a ton, which he is
perfectly willing to pass on to the consumer.

Mr, President, the sole question is whether American in-
dustries shall be operated by American workmen, making this
country independent in time of war and prosperous in time of
peace: whether we shall promote our induostrial welfare by
developing our own raw materials, thus enabling our railroads
and lake hoats to increase the employment of American labor,
or whether we shall compete with riffraff employed in foreign
mines, while our citizens seek employment and our own abun-
dant natural resources lie undeveloped.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I desire merely to make some
very brief observations with reference to this item which has
been so eloquently discussed by the Senator from Colorado
[Mr, NicHoLSON].

I will say, in the first place, that I think the Senator from
Colorado is utterly mistaken in his viewpoint with reference
to the probable effect of the action which he desires the Senate
to take. 1 shall not at this time engage in any discussion of
the rates proposed on iron and steel; we have not come to
those as yet, nor shall I engage in any attack upon the iron and
steel industry. We shall settle the guestion of rates on iron
and steel when we come to those rates. I hold no brief for the
United States Steel Corporation or for anybody else, but I do
have some interest in the general welfare of the American peo-
ple; and I think the action contemplated and desired by the
Senator from Colorado would not promote that welfare,

I am quite familiar with the argument urged in favor of the
establishment of new industries in this country, and I am
strongly in favor of the development of the resources of this
country; but, Mr. President, we can not develop a resource
which does not exist in appreciable quantity, The cold fact
is, borne out by the most careful researches, that we have not
in the United States a sufficient supply of manganese to make
it reasonable to talk about the establishment of a manganese
industry. Now, let us see whether that is true, for I think it
is fundamental.

Here in part is what is reported in the Summary of Tariff
Information, at page 362, concerning manganese

Operating costs here are much higher than abrond, American mines

being situated far from points of consumption and often at consider-
able distances from railroads.

Now, note this:
Domestic resources have been carefully estimated—

This is the most recent information and the most reliable in-
formation that we have—

Domestic resources have been carefully estimated and found to be in-
sufficient to supply our requirements for more than a few years.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Mr. President

Mr. WILLIS. I yield to the Senator from Montana,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I inquire of the Senator why he
states that is the “ most reliable information" we have?

Mr. WILLIS. It is the most reliable information that I have
been able to get from any quarter. It is the information that is
furnished by the Tariff Commission, and I ghould very much
prefer to rely upon this information rather than to rely upon
information furnished in briefs by those who are seeking to se-
cure a practically prohibitive duty on this product. Does the
Senator from Montana know of any more reliable information
than this?

Mr. WALSH of Monfana. T think so.

Mr., WILLIS. I hope the Senator will give it to the Senate,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 1 shall be very glad to do so; but
I want now to challenge the statement which the Senator now
makes, which is apparently the basis of his argument. The Sen-
ator, however, probably knows that the information which the
Tariff Commission gives us it gets from the Geological Survey
reporis,

Mr. WILLIS. Yes.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. The Senator probably also knows,
if he has read the hearings, that the Geological Survey admits
that it is in error about that.

Mr. WILLIS., Yes. We might as well, however, forthwith
get at the facts of the situation. It is admitted that there are
deposits of manganese in this country ; I think the Senator from
Montana, probably, has deposits in his State, and there are such
deposits in the State represented by the Senator from Colorado;
those two States have, probably, the greatest deposits of man-
ganese in this country; but even there my information is that
those depoesits are in comparatively small quantities; that they
are found in comparatively small “ pockets,” and are not suf-
ficlent to supply the industry for more than two or three years
at the outside,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator from Montana will
be able to correct that statement before the consideration of
the subject shall have been concluded.

Mr. WILLIS. I shall be very glad if the Senator will be
able to correct it; but that is the latest information I have.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President:

Mr. WILLIS. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. BURSUM. I desire to call the attention of the Senator
from Ohio to the fact that the Geological Survey has made a
detailed survey of but a very small portion of the area of this
country’s resources. There are millions and millions of acres
all over this country that the Geological Survey has never heen
able to examine. The Geological Survey is many years he-
hind in its information. I do not make that statement as re-
flection on the ability of those who are connected with the
Geological Survey, for the truth of the matter is that the Gov-
ernment has never given the Geological Survey sufficient sup-
port or appropriations to enable it to make thorough investi-
gations. There might be billions of tons of manganese without
there being any record of it so far as any knowledge which
the Geological Survey might have obtained.

Mr., KELLOGG and Mr. WALSH of Montana addressed the
Chair.

Mr. WILLIS. I yield first to the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, it appears. as I understand,
in the hearings before the Committee on Finance that the
Tariff Commission report is based upon the inforwation fur-
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nished by the Geological Survey; that many of their estimates
are five or six years old; that they are out of date, and do
not include large explorations of manganese ore and manganif-
erous iron ore which were developed during the war and im-
mediately after the war, For instance, my State has developed
about 40,000,000 tons of manganiferous iron ore which is avail-
able for the manufacture of steel in this country.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I ventured to inter-
rupt the distinguished Senator from Ohio because if the facts
were as he assumes them to be there would scarcely be room
for argument. If there is not enough of manganiferous ore
in this country to warrant the belief that any considerable per-
centage of the domestic demand could be supplied from domes-
tic sources, I suppose probably it would not fall within the
protective principle. But I do not want the Senate to proceed
upon the assumption that that is the established fact, although
the Senator has accepted it.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr, President, I should be very glad if any
later or more reliable information can be given to the Senate,
but I venture to suggest to the Senator that the mere hypothesis
that we have millions of tons of this material scattered around
somewhere is a rather unsubstantial basis upon which to con-
struct legislation that affects great industries employing hun-
dreds of thousands of men.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. We all concede that statement to
be true, and if there is no better basis than the mere general
statement that there are hundreds of millions of tons of manga-
nese in this conntry, it would searcely be a safe factor for the
guidance of the Senate; but I think that if the Senator will
read the testimony taken before the committee he will find the
figures to be much more substantial than a mere general state-
mt;l]:ect I shall be glad to supply further information on the
subject.

Mr. WILLIS. My friend from Montana is an experienced,
courageous, and able legislator, and he knows, as I know,
although I do not know it so well as he, that men in their desire
to make out a case will unconsciously perhaps overstate; in
other words, in their enthusiasm, in a perfectly honorable and
honest way, I think that the advocates of this practically pro-
hibitive duty—and I am referring to what I have read in the
hearings; and the duty is prohibitive, and I am astounded to
find my friend from Montana advoeating such a duty—in the
enthusiasm of their cause have worked themselves up into the
belief that there are deposits in this country that can be de-
veloped. I rely upon the latest information available, and, if
I may have permission, I shall place in the Recorp at this point
an excerpt from a letter from the Director of the Geological
Survey dated October 6, 1921.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. OppiE in the chair). With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The excerpt referred to is as follows:

The foregoing discussi
should not l;I:w.-clgm.ld !fbl:“ f%gdgingsalc?ugﬁo: ncﬂf giﬂﬁnggn?l:t [:‘::g
ganese-bearing materials remaining unmined in the United States, for
that is the information which Congress needs. It is out of the ques-
tion for the survey at the present time to attempt an exhaustive reex-
amination of all or even most of the principal deposits. In considering
the present situation I do not think this is necessary, The estimates,
even of qualified individuals, concerning the domestic resources of a
number of minerals seem bound to differ widely. The estimates of
mineral reserves by conservative persons, particularly those conscious
of responsibility, will always seem ridiculously low to persons of dif-
ferent temperament and to those seeking to promote selfish ends. After
considering the estimates of our domestic manganese reserves made by
the survey during 1917 and 1918, the statements of production that
have been filed h{ the producers with the survey, and other sources of
information published or furnished informally since that time, I give
herewith the survey's present impression ofv domestic manganese-ore
reserves.  There is fair assurance of the existence in domestic deposits
of about 1,800,000 tons of material containing more than 35 per cent
manganese, which are sufficient to make about 75,000,000 tons of steel
by present practices. If the large reserves of lower grade materlal be
e g L R
ke about twice as much steel, or 150,000,000 t%ns.a S Pt

Very truly yours, -
Geo. Or18 SmiTH, Director.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. If the Senator will pardon a fur-
ther interruption, T am willing to announce my concurrence with
the view expressed by the Senator that the statements of gen-
tlemen who come before the commitfee and make arguments
concerning conditions.upon which they expect to get high rates
of duty are to be regarded, as a matter of course, with some
degree of suspicion, at least with a high degree of scrutiny, We
were read a lecture the other day for venturing to question some
statements made from the other side of the Chaniber. I am
glad to recognize that the Senator from Ohio admits that state-
ments made under certain conditions should be considered with
son;e degree of care and not accepted without careful investi-
gation.

Mr. NICHOLSON.
a question?

Mr. WILLIS. I will yield to my friend in a moment. I
desire to finish reading the statement from the Summary of
Tariff Information which I think I had not completed. Then I
will yield to my friend. I quote further from page 362 of the
Tariff Information Summary :

Domestic resources have been carefully estimated and found to be
insufficient to supply our requirements for more than a few years

Under normal trade conditions, with a free movement of ore from for-
d%gg;t;é;ls, domestic manganese mining can not continue except on
2.

Mr. President, will the Senator yield for

Now I yield to the Senator from Colorado.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, I wish to state first, for
the information of the Senator, that the Geological Survey is
one among some fourteen other bureaus in the Depariment of
the Interior. Suppose that our petroleum industry had been de-
pendent upon the reports made by the Geological Survey, what
would be the petroleum production of this Nation to-day? I
venture to say to the Senator from Ohio that when the tariff
of 1883 was passed and a duty of 25 cents a ton was placed
upon iron ore the Geological Survey reports did not disclose
one-tenth of the iron deposits of the United States.

I should like to say further, for the information of the Sen-
ator, that the report of the Geological Survey from which he
is reading is as misleading so far as manganese is concerned
as were its reports in 1883 concerning the deposits of iron ore.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, it raises in my mind, to borrow
the language of my friend from Montana, a degree of suspicion
or, at any rate, suggests exceeding care and serutiny when in
order to make out a case we must attack an agency of the Gov-
ernment and undertake to prove that it does not know what it
is talking about. Perhaps the Geological Survey do not know
what they are talking about, but Senators who undertake to
gay that the Geological Survey is without sufficient informa-
tion, although they are supposed to know about it, owe it to the
Senate to bring more convincing testimony than has been
brought forth in any statement which has been made upon the
floor or in any committee room, as shown by the hearings.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and Mr. BURSUM addressed the
Chair.

Mr. WILLIS. I yield first to the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Have not the Geological Survey
been relied upon as an authority heretofore in connection with
information of similar character?

Mr. WILLIS. Absolutely; but in this instance their report
does not coincide with the ideas of gentlemen who want a pro-
hibitive duty on manganese, and therefore the Geological Sur-
vey is to be cast into * outer darkness, where there is wailing and
gnashing of teeth.”

Mr. NICHOLSON, Will the Senator yield to me to make one
more statement concerning the Geological Survey?

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly.

Mr. NICHOLSON. The Geological Survey has had insufficient
funds set aside for its work, so that it has not been in a position
to carry on its investigations in a thorough and complete way.
I have lived for many years in Colorado; and in that State,
after the Geological Survey had made two surveys in the dis-
trict and mever reported that there was one ton of such ore
within the confines of the Leadville district, there was discov-
ered carbonate of zine, and we shipped millions of tons of it,

I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that T have spent
42 years of my life in mining; I have visited nearly all of the
States that produce zine and lead and manganese, and it is my
opinion that, after a few years of intensive development, if all
the manganese in the mines of the rest of the world were sealed
up, the United States could produce sufficient manganese not
only to take care of the iron industry in the United States but
in the whole world.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I attach great weight to the
opinion of my friend from Coelorado, and have the most profound
regard for him personally, but I think he is mistaken about this.
For example, to see whether any real investigating work was
done here, let us see about it. I am reading now from the hear-
ings, at page 2098, to see whether they really did investigate
this matter:

In this work 18 geologists, of whom 12 were members of this survey,
specially chosen because of previous experience and other fitness, devoted
a total of about 50 months to field examinations during 1917 and 1918,

Mr. BURSUM. How many?

Mr. WILLIS. Eighteen geologists, of whom 12 were members
of the survey.

Mr. BURSUM. Of how large an area does the Senator think
that those 12 geologists could make a detailed survey?
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Mr. WILLIS. T am no moré of a geologist than my friend
from New Mexico is. 1 could not tell how much they could
survey. I am simply ecalling attention to the fact that this
idea that is put forth here, that there has not been anything of
a careful survey, has nothing to support it. The fact is that
the Geological Survey, which heretofore has been relied upon,
is now assailed, and its conclusions are called in question
simply because it did not find the information that Senators
wanted.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I desire to invite
attention to the information now given to the Senate by the
Senator from Ohio, namely, that the statement put out by the
Geological Survey is based upon surveys made in the years
1917 and 1918. It will be understood that the manganese in-
dustry in this country, so far as it has any considerable pro-
portions at all, was a development of the war; that the deposits
were opened up during 1917 and 1918, much of them late in
1918, and many of them had not yet become producing at the
time the armistice was signed in November, 1918. So that the
Senator from Ohio, fair man as he is, must realize that the
production since that time has been such as to show that the
information relied upon which dates from 1917 and 1918 can
not possibly bhe authoritative.

Mr. WILLIS. Oh, Mr. President, I did not say at all that
no investigations weré made subsequent to that time. The
statement that I read—and 1 will place the whole paragraph
in the Recorp here, at page 2098 of the hearings—was simply
undertaking to show the thoroughness with which the work
was done in those years. I am repelling the idea that because
the department does not reach the conelusion that we think it
ought to reach and that we hoped it would reach, therefore the
whole thing is to be called in question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the matter
referred to by the Senator from Ohio will be printed in the
REcorp, 2

The matter referred to is as follows:

For your information I attach hereto a brief summary of the estl-
mate of reserves prepared by Messrs, Harder and Hewett, in which the
work is classified as to whether it was detailed or reconnalssance and
as to whether estimates might warrant revision or not. In this work
18 geologists, of whom 12 were members of this survey, specially
chosen because of Erevioux experience and other fitness, devoted a total
of about 50 months to field examinations during 1917 and 1918. Of
the 1,181 deposits considered, 588 lie in districts where the work was of
detailed character involving the preparation of geologic maps. It will
be noted that the reserves of high- e ore in these distriets make up
80 per cent of the total in the United States and of the additional
reserves in prospect almost the entire amount, if the carbonate ore of
the Butte district be omitted. The reconnaissance work was done in
districts that mostly offered small promise of reserves of high-grade
ore, although & number of dlstricts containing low-grade ore were con-
sidered in this manner only. The survey has never had any doubt that
the reserves of low-grade manganese ore were adeguate to meet any
needs that the steel industry would impose for some years to come,

Mr. BURSUM. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WILLIS. Yes; I yield further, but I do want to go on.
I do not want to occupy time, but I yield to the Senator from
New Mexico.

Mr. BURSUM. I want to impress the Senator from Ohio
with the fact that there is no disposition upon the part of
anyone to charge inaccurate information on the part of the
Geological Survey. What we do say is that the Geological Sur-
vey is not in possession of sufficient information

Mr. WILLIS. To be accurate,

Mr, BURSUM. And that the reason is apparent, that the
appropriations have not been such as to enable the Geological
Survey to place a sufficient force in the field to make detailed
surveys. It has simply been a physical impossibility.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr., President, I will join the Senator in
endeavoring to secure more liberal appropriations for this bu-
reau in the future; but I still cling to the lingering belief that
that burean is a tolerably reliable concern now, and I am in-
clined, until more reliable information is produced, to place
credence in its reports.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. STERLING in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr, WILLIS. T yield to the Senator from Nevada.

Mr. ODDIE. I should like to nuike a statement showing that
the Geological Survey has been in error and has admitted its
error,

In the hearings will be found a letter to the Finance Com-
mittee, dated March 10, 1922, from the Director of the Geo-
logieal Survey, in which he says:

My attention has been called to a statement which appears on page
2100 of the tariff hearings, Schedule 8, being a quotation from cer‘rafn
comments made hy me in a communication to the chairman of the
Tariff Commission. These detailed comments were of the pature of a

reply to certain r i

In?eided to elaﬂfyt‘ttlgeg‘t!:ntttr:;dgt b&fgrgoégsﬁc cp;gg;i_lﬂt:eal n;g;:gruhé;g
ore, contained, unfortunately, an inexplicable blunder, whieh uninten-
tionally does injustice to a ‘well-recognized large reserve of high-grade
man, ege ore at Butte, * * * There is no question but that there
are large deposits of manganese carbonate ore in the Butte district,
;I‘lgtgf the importance of those carbonate ores in the Emma mine at

That can apply to many other deposits in the United States,
and there is an abundance of evidence to show that the
deposits of manganese ore to-day are far in excess of any state-
ments made in any of the Government reports.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr, President, I want now, if I can, to proceed
for just a very few minutes and finish what I have in mind
0 say.

The trouble about the argument of those who desire to over-
turn the action of the committee is that they assume that if
they find somewhere a metal containing a trace of manganese,
that is a manganiferous ore, and therefore that is feasible to
be used in the manufacture of steel. The fact of the business
is that those low-grade ores can not be satisfactorily used. 1
call the attention of Senators to the fact, which they must
admit to be a fact, that although the manufacturers of iron and
steel may be charged with a great many things, everybody will
have to admit that they are tolerably good business men, that
they know their business fairly well, and, I repeat, I hold no
brief for them,

If there were in the United States sufficient deposits of man-
ganese, do not Senators suppose that those who have been re-
sponsible for the development of the great iron and steel
industry of the country would have preferred to secure that
material here? And do not Senators know also that every
effort has been made to develop the various sources of supply,
but it has been found, as I have said, that the material exists
in little pockets here and there, and has not been found work-
able? This is a great industry, and it must have access to a
reasonably certain source of supply.

Mr. NICHOLSON, Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
another question?

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Does the Senator feel that a duty of 1
cent a pound on the metallic content of all manganese ore
imported into this country, which will add only 16 cents a
ton to the cost of steel that is manufactured here, is going to
destroy the steel industry? Does the Senator feel that that
places an excessive burden upon the steel industry, in other
words?

Mr, WILLIS. Mr. President, if T had felt that, I should
have sought some way to give audible expression to it; but I
have not said anything whatever of that sort, and it is ap-
parent that I do not feel that way.

Mr. NICHOLSON. But that is the very question involved
here. Does the Senator think that 16 cents added to the cost
of a ton of steel in this country is going to destroy the steel
industry of the United States?

Mr. WILLIS. Oh, certainly not.
suggestion, that it would destroy the steel industry.
ator knows that.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Why, then, does the Senator oppose this?

Mr. WILLIS. Because I do not desire to have the Senator—
if he wants me to say it—unwittingly play into the hands of
the United States Steel Corporation, which manufactures its
own ferromanganese, and which, if his plan goes through, will
have a monopoly of the thing. That is why.

Mr. NICHOLSON. 1 think I have clearly shown to the
Senator that at the places where the independents get their
supply of manganese ore it is mined by labor which is paid
6 and 7 cents a day.

Mr. WILLIS. Yes; but that does not respond to what I
have just stated to the Senator.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes; it does.

Mr. WILLIS. No; that makes no response at all.
fg— —

Mr. POMERENE. Mr, President——

Mr. WILLIS., Let me answer the statement just a little bit
further. As I say, I am not at this time discussing the rates
upon iron and steel. We will meet that question when we
come to it, and the Senator will find that I will go as far as
he will to insist that those rates shall be fair; but the fact
is that unwittingly the placing of an excessive—a prohibitive—
duty upon manganese plays directly into the hands of the United
States Steel Corporation, which is the only great steel com-
pany that manufactures its ferromanganese. The Senator, in
his desire—perfectly commendable and perfectly sincere—is
playing into the hands of the corporation that he is denouncing

I have not made any such
The Sen-

The fact
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and putting a burden on the shoulders of those that he would
favor. There is not any question about that fact.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I have been en-
deavoring to follow the Senator from Ohio; and I must con-
fess that I do not quite understand how, if the Steel Cor-
poration, which manufactures its own ferromanganese, is
obliged

Mr. WILLIS. And the other companies do not, I will say to
the Senate. The so-called independent companies do not.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes: the United States Steel Cor-
poration produces its own ferromanganese.

Mr. WILLIS. Yes; that is my understanding.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Utilizing, of course, manganiferous
ores. If a duty is placed upon the importation from a foreign
country of manganiferous ores, just how does that help the
United States Steel Corporation, which manufactures ferro-
manganese?

Mr. WILLIS. It must be perfectly apparent to the Senator
that if there were only a reasonable duty upon ferromanganese,
or if it should be on the free list—personally, I should very
much prefer a reasonable duty, though those materials have
heretofore been on the free list, and are now on the free list—but
if they should be on the free list or come in under only a
reasonable duty, it must be perfectly apparent to the Senator
that the so-called independent companies, the smaller companies,
will have a very much better opportunity of getting their ma-
terials than they will have if a practically prohibitive duty is
placed upon the importation of this material.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I can very well understand, Mr.
President, that if the manganese ores were admitted free and
a duty were imposed upon the ferromanganese that would, of
course, operate to the interest of the United States Steel Cor-
poration, which is engaged in the manufacture of ferroman-
ganese; but that wonld be because of the duty on ferroman-
ganese and not because of the duty on manganese ores. As I
understand, we are not now considering the duty on ferro-
manganese ; we are considering the duty on manganese,

Mr. WILLIS. I understand that.perfectly well. What I
am trying to show to the Senate is that we are about to do the
thing that so many times heretofore in legislation has been
done in haste and in a spirit of hate, and I am speaking of this
only because of the exceedingly critical character of the address
and argument made by my friend from Colorado. In order to
‘“get " the United States Steel Corporation, which is alleged to
be making great profits, we are likely to do a thing here that
really does not increase the burden of the United States Steel
Corporation so greatly as it does the burden of the so-called in-
dependent companies.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not the slightest objection
to the Senator pursuing that argument with the Senator from
Colorado, and I should not think of interrupting, but that was
not the point. The Senator laid down with very much vigor
and force the proposition that those who are in favor of a duty
on manganese ore——

Mr. WILLIS. A prohibitive duty, if the Senator will permit
me to correet him,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. A prohibitive duty, for that matter,
were playing into the hands of the United States Steel Corpora-
tion, which, so far as I know, owns no mines in this country
valuable because of the manganese content.

Mr, WILLIS. It owned a number of mines, but abandoned
most of them, because they were found not to be profitable.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I am talking about owning pro-
ducing manganese mines, It does own mines in Brazil, and
of course wants to have the ores introduced without duty, the
independent companies owning no foreign supplies so far as
my information goes.

Mr, WILLIS., Then is it not evident to the Senator that if
you shut out all manganese ores from elsewhere you have
given a very practical and substantial advantage to the United
States Steel Corporation, which, by the Senator's own state-
ment, does own tremendous mines in Brazil? That is perfectly
clear to me.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should think not. T should think
being obliged to pay a duty upon the ores which it gets from
Brazil and other places would work to the disadvantage of
the steel company.

Mr. WILLIS. I think it would be very much more to the
disadvantage of the independents, who did not have any mines
anywhere, if their foreign supply were cut off.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Why?

Mr. WILLIS., That is very clear to me. If the Senator can
not see that, I do not want to take the time to discuss it with
bhim, but I think the Senator will see it if he thinks it over.

XLII—5616

Mr, WALSH of Mentana.
to abandon that argument

Mr. WILLIS. The Senator does not want to abandon it. I
insgist upon it with a great deal of vigor, and I say it is a fact,
that if this goes through as suggested by the Senator from
Colorado, out of a desire to injure or to put a limitation upon
one concern, you will really practically give it more advantage
over the independent concerns than it now has,

According to the latest figures I have available, in 1921 we
produced 85,000 tons of manganese ore, of workable character,
not where there is a trace of manganese in it but ore running
30 per cent or above. The normal requirement of manufacture
in this country is abeut ten times that much. We are now pro-
ducing practically one-tenth of what we must have. I put it to
Senators whether it is wise, just in one fell swoop, to say to
these people who up to date have been able to produce only
one-tenth of what is used in the country that they shall be
called upon to produce all that is to be used.

Mr, NICHOLSON, I assume that the Senator from Ohio
wants to be fair,

Mr. WILLIS. I am fair,

Mr. NICHOLSON. But his information is misleading in
this, that he knows that it is impossible for the miners of the
United States to produce this manganese in competition with
the cheap labor that is employed in its production abroad. I
know the Senator from Ohio, if he will consider these facts,
will find the reason for the decline in the production of man-
ganese ore after the armistice was signed. It was because the
steel companies. the independents and the United States Steel
Corporation, purchased their ores where they could buy them
the cheapest. It was not a fact that we did not have any
here, but we could not produce it as cheaply as it was produced
abroad, and I want to say to the Senator that if we were to
produce this ore as cheaply as it is produced abroad it would
place the shackles of slavery upon the laborers of America,

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President

Mr. WILLIS. Let me answer one Senator at a time, I say
to my friend from Colorado that if he had suggested a rea-
sonable rate of duty the situation would have been different,
I am in favor of taking pretty strong medicine in the matter
of protective tariff duties, as the Senator knows, and I will
go a long way to establish protective duties, because I believe
in developing American industry; but I do not believe it is in
harmony with Republican doctrine to write duties which are
prohibitive, and if there has been monopoly in the steel in-
dustry I do not think it is wise to undertake to correct that
by building anothér monopoly in the manganese industry. I
think if the Senator had suggested a reasonable rate of duty
there would have been no difficulty about it at all. Now I
yvield to the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. BURSUM. Does the Senator from Ohio believe that a
duty which involves practically seven-tenths of 1 per cent on
the finished product is prohibitive?

Mr. WILLIS. Practically so; yes. I do not think it would
destroy that industry; do not misunderstand me; but I think
it is practically a prohibitive duty. That is the hope of the
Senator, is it not? He is for it, and he wants it to be prohibi-
tive.
1 do not remember how much he said there was scattered all
around in the West, so that you could find it anywhere; could
scoop it up.

Mr. BURSUM. I believe that every ounce of manganese
that can be produced by American labor ought to be produced
in this country. :

Mr. WILLIS. So do I, if it can be produced economically,
and in a quantity sufficient to supply the market; but I do not
believe that if you find a teaspoonful here and a teapotful over
yvonder you ought to say to a great industry that needs 200,000
tons a year: “ You have to rely on these doubtful sources of
supply.” Let us put on a reasonable protective duty and develop
the indusfry rather than build a wall so high that we can not
defend the rate before the people. This makes a rate of about
120 per cent, and I think there is no defense for it.

Mr. BURSUM. We must either give the miner a chance to
live, or we had better not give him any duty. We can not ex-
pect miners to live on bread and water.

Mr. WILLIS. No, Mr. President; my friend and I can not
get into any argument about that, because we believe in exactly
the same theory. The fact is that the Senator is proposing to
place a rate that is prohibitive ; he wants it prohibitive; I think
the better way would be to place a reasonable rate on it, to see
whether it is true that the Geological Survey is mistaken, and
that the reports of the scientific men are all wrong. I hope
they are; I hope we will find mountains of manganese here; but

Of course if the Senator wants

L

He does not want any of this foreign material to come in.
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I think until we find them it is unwise to so legislate as 1o
prohibit the importation of it. I yield the floor.

Mr. BURSUM. The Senator will admit that if we have not
the supply of manganese in this country of necessity we will
have to import the supply, the same as we are doing now.
Even if that were true, as I see it, this would be no serious
matter, nothing that would shut down the production of steel
in this country.

Mr. WILLIS. I do not desire to be misunderstood or mis-
quoted. I have not said or thought that this was going to shut
down the production of steel in this country. I have never
entertained such an idea.

Mr. BURSUM. The Senator has time and again said this
duty was prohibitive. What did he mean by that?

Mr. WILLIS. I meant that it was prohibitive in that foreign
manganese could not come in, and that we would have to have
access to these little sources of supply in this country, where
admittedly the ore can not, in my opinion, be economically
mined.

Mr. BURSUM. If the statement of the Senator from Ohio
8 true——

Mr. WILLIS. It is true.

Mr. BURSUM. That this duty is prohibitory, that is an
admission that we can produce the manganese in this country,

Mr, WILLIS. Certainly. I have said that. The Senator does
not need to argue to prove that, because I have said that a
number of times, if we want to rely upon these little pocket
deposits,

Mr. BURSUM. The Senator makes the statement that this
duty is prohibitory, and that would imply that the seven-tenths
of 1 per cent which this would increase the cost of the finished
product, or the manufactured steel, would be a prohibitory
rate, because, after all, the question as to whether a duty is
prohibitive or not depends entirely upon its effect upon the
manufactured product, I suggest that prior to the war we
produced no manganese. Certainly, on account of the impossi-
bility of importing manganese from other countries, from those
places were our industrial concerns had been in the habit of
purchasing their supplies, it became vital to the country that
manganese be produced in this country.

The miners all over this country were asked to go out and
prospect and hunt for it, to locate the supplies of manganese,
and develop the mines which might yield a production to the
Nation in time of great necessity; and, surprising as it was,
the miners of this country were able to supply all the require-
ments during the war. They scarcely developed the product to
a point of economical production. Now, I contend it would be
unjust to say to these miners, “ You developed your property;
Yyou have done so at great expense, and now we do not need you.
We can get our supplies from Brazil, or from China, or from
some other country. We can bring those supplies in as ballast.
We can deliver manganese here much cheaper than you can
produce it. We are not going to give you protection which will
permit you to operate.”

I say that is manifestly unjust, that it is unfair, it is wrong
to say to the miner, * You either compete with 60-cent laborers
~of China or the cheap labor of Brazil, or your property will

be idle.” I say that is unfair and not in harmony with
the doctrine of protection to American labor and American
industry. )

I submit that one of our troubles in this country is high
freight rates, and it has been contended, and I believe right-
fully so, that one of the reasons why the rates can not be re-
duced is that tliere has not been a sufficient volume of tonnage.
Develop the mining resources of this country, develop this man-
ganese industry, and it will be a great factor toward giving
the railroads a large tonnage of freight, which will be a con-
tributing factor toward making possible lower freight rates.
It is impossible for the railroads of the country to compete with
tonnage that is brought over in ballast. It simply can not be
done.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, in the interest of
accuracy, I want to introduce into the Recorp a letter which has
been so ofien quoted in this debate, of Director of the Geological
Survey Mr. George Otis Smith in reply to the statement of
Charles W. Potts, 1 want that to go into the Recorp, and alse
the letter which was partially read by the Senator from Nevada
[Mr. Opp1e], now occupying the chair, in which the Director of
the Geological Survey admitted the deposits of manganese ore
in the Montana distriet, which is perfectly true.

Thete is a large deposit of ore there—how extensive has never
¥yet been determined. But I want to point out in the letter,
which I ask to have printed in the Recorp, the statement of the
director, in justice to him, in which he says:

Finally, to show the unintentional character of what now seems a
misstatement, permit me to quote the concluding ara‘rgmph of my letter
of October 7, also addressed to Dr. I='n&~eﬂl (see p. of hearings). In
this letter, written only a day later n the submission of the other
comments, ] make a statement which in my 2Rlnion is absolutely correct
and does pet need the change of a single wo

I ask that this entire letter be printed in the Rrcorp, with
the other letter from the director to which I have already called
attention.

There being no objection, the letters referred to were ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
UNITED BTATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY,
Washington, October 6, 1921
Dr. TEoMAS WALKER PaGE,
Chairman United States Tariff Commission.

Dear Docror Page: I have received your letter of September 30 with
reference to the statements of Mr. C. W. Potts before the Committee on
Finance of the United Btates Senate.

Mr. Potts's ges are of such a character and of such wide range
that they demand rather detalled consideration. It has seemed best,
thesefore, to prepare rather full answers te each type of charge. I give
below a somm of my reply. <Considering the reception givem to the
charges by the Senate committee, I suggest that Mr. Potts be given an
apportunity te retract the charges and, If possible, te reappear before
the committee under circumstances that permit cross-examination. I
need searcely assure you that you are at liberty to use both this letter
and the altached statement as you wish,

Mr. Potts's charges that the survey's estimates of manganese-ore
reserves are based upon superficial examinations and obsolete reports
and that the examinations were undertaken with pessimism are untrue,
His further charges that the reports of reserves in the Butte distriet
are not consistent with reports of production and that thbe Warld Atlas
of Commercial (Geology was based upom material available in 1913 are
not only untrone but arise eut of his very superficial examination of and
careless reference to the |lmbucationa. On the other hand, he bhas
refused, for the present at least, to give the survey access to the data
and methods by which his estimate of 10,000
ore was reached. Further, by partial statements and b
use of data submitted to him, has reached conclu
obrioualzy unsound.

The foregoing discussion of the charges and claims of Mr. Potts
shonld not beclound the fundamental questien of the amount of man-
ganese-bearing materinls remaining unmined in the United States, for
that is the information which Congress needs. It is out of the gquestion
for the survey at the present time to attempt an exhaustive reexamina-
tion of all or even most of the principal deposits. In considering the
present situation I do not think this is necessary. The estimates, even
of qualified individuoalg, concerning the domestic resources of a number
of minerals seem bound to differ widely. The estimates of mineral
reserves by conservative persoms, particularly those conscious of re-
sponsibility, will always seem ridicnlously low to persons of different
temperament and to those seeking to promote selfish ends. After con-
sidering the estimates of our domestic manganese reserves made by
the survey during 1917 and 1918, the statements of production that
have been filed by the producers with the survey, and other sources of
information published or furnished imformally #ince that time, I give
herewith the survey's present impression of domestic manganese-ore
reserves. There is falr assurance of the existence in domestic deposits
of about 1,800,000 tons of material containing more tham 35 per cent
manganese, which are sufficient to make abont 75,000,000 tons of steel
by present practices, If the large reserves of lower grode material be
considered, making proper allowances for necessary adjustments in steel
plants and processes, the combined reserves are probably sofficient to
make about twice as much steel, or 150,000,000 tons.

Very truly yours,

000 tons of 42 per cent
the incorrect
ons which are

Gro. Oris SarH, Direclor,

DEPARTMENT OF THE [NTERIOR,
UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR,
Washington, March 0, 1922,

Hon. PorTER J, MCCUMEER,
Chairman Finance Committee, United Rtales Senate.

My Dear 8SeExATOR : My attention has been ecalled to a statement
which appears on page 2100 of the Tariff Hearings, Schedule 3, being
a guotation from certain comments made by me In a communication
to the chairman of thie Tarif Commission, These detailed comments
to certain charges made before your

were of the nature of a
to clarify the matter of the domestie

committee, and while inten
reserves of mangancse ore, contained, unfortunately, an inexplicable
blunder which unintent.lona].ly does Injustice to a well recognlzed large
reserve of hfzh-grade manganese ore at Butte. The statements now
made by the Anaconda Copper Mining Co, and Mr, A, J. Seligman are
not necessary to set this matter right in my mind, since the same
figures of ore shipments for 1918 are already on record with the Geo-
logieal Survey, being confidentially reported early in 1819 by the
Anaconda Copper H.l.nlnﬁ Co.

There I8 no question but that there are lera deposits of manganese
carbonate ore in the Butte district, and the importance of these car-
bonate eres in the Emma mine at Butte was In fact recognized in 1017
at the time of the study of this district by Mr. Pardee, a geologist of
this survey, but at that time no tonna%e estimate. was regarded as
possible, although the high gquality of these ores was stated in the
survey report "ilangmmse at Butte, Mont.," published in April, 1918,
and Jater in the same year the table of manganese ore réserves in
the United Btates speclfically states that the estimate of tonnage given
“ does not include large deposits of carbomate ore, 35 to 38 per cent

of manganese.”

The paragraph in the hearings to which attention has been ecalled
(bottom of page 2100 and top of page 2101) serms to be In error in its
mention of concentration of low-grade oxide ore. The fact well known
to Mr, Hewett and Mr. Pardee, and in fact to all of us who kept in
touch with the subject durin search for manganese ores, is that
large bodies of high-grade carbonate manganese ores exist in the Emma
mine at Butte and were being mined in 1018, However, in showing
up what seemed to me Mr. Potts's unfairness in handling the survey
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reports, Mr. Hewett himself seems to have confused concentrated low-
grade oxide ore with these shipments from the Emma mine. TUnfor-
tunately, Mr. Hewett is, now in the field in Nevada, but rather than.
“walt for his explanation of what now appears to me a careless state-
ment, due possi to the fact that the detailed comment appearing on
pages 2097 to 2100 was prepared by Mr. Hewett last October on the
eve of his leaving the city on a field trip, I am now submitting this
correetion and if 1 hear anything to modkfy this explanation will
later inform you.

Finally, to show the unintentional character of what now seems a
misstatement, permit me to gquote the concluding paragraph of my
letter of October 7, also addressed ctor Page (see page 2097 of
hearings). In this letter, written only a day later than the submis-
gion of the other comments, I make a statement which In my opinion
is absolutely correct and does not need the change of a single word,
This brings out the essential fact that the large shipments from the
Emma mine in 1918 and 1920 were of a wholly di t character
from the 2,800 tons of high-grade oxide ore estimated by the Geologi-

cal SBurvey.
On the same page in an earlier paragraph Mr. Potts reiterates his

reference to the 2,800 tons of high-grade ore in the Butte distriet,
with which he comparcs a many times larger tonnage of ore shipped
from the same district, not specifying, however, the kind of ore so
shipped, the survey's distinetion in its estimate between oxide and
carbonate ores being either unnoticed by Mr. Potts, as he stated to
Mr. Hewett, or disregarded by him in his very plain purpose to dis-
eredit the United States Geological Survey.
Yours very cordially,
Georce OTis BMmiTH, Direclor,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the manganese ore
was transferred to the free list omnly after a very thorough
examination by the committee of all the available evidence.
The committee reported on manganese as follows:

The transfer of manganese ore fo the free list is a further illustra-
tion of this policy. Data as to domestic resources have been prepared
by the Geological Survey and the Tariff Commission, and their evi-
dence upholds the conclusion that domestic resources of manganese ore
dare insufficient in quantity to provide adequate supplies of this impor-
tant metal for any comsiderable period.

The question in the minds of the committee was whether
there was a sufficient supply available in this country for more
than two or three years. There is extreme doubt, and the Geo-
logical Survey confidently claim that the present resources will
not last over that length of time. ;

The record of manganese production during the war was
this—and I read from the Tariff Commission, who made a
thorough study of the situation and presented this summary of
information :

Prior to the war we produced less than 1 per cent of our manganese
requirements, the outimt rarely exceeding 4,000 tons of high-grade ore.
In 1915 product!on of high-grade ore (metallic content 35 per cent or
more) Increased to nearly 10,000 tons; in 1916, te 31,000 tons; in
1917, to 129,000 tons; and in 1918, to approximately 305,869 tons.
In 1919 it fell to less than 56,000 tons—

I may point out that at the period of the higher production
of ferromanganese the metal content sold as high as $450 per
ton, which, of course, encouraged the mines to produce. It paid
for th? expense of mining operations and for the development
as well—
but in 1920 increased to about 94,000 tons. During the war the pro-
duction of manganese ore was a profitable industry in many localities,
but only because prices were from three to four times pre-war guota-
tions., Foreign ores are of a better general grade and more easlly
mined, averaging from 45 to 55 per cent manganese, as compared with
domestic * high grade” running from 35 to 45 per cent. Operating
costs here are much higher than abroad, American mines being situ-
ated far from ints of consumption, and often at considerable dis-
tances from rallroads. Domestic resources have been carefully esti-
mated and found to be insufficient to supply our requirements for more
than a few years. Under normal trade conditions, with a free move-
ment of ore from foreign countries, domestic mangancse mining can
not continue except on a limited secale.

The testimony before the commitliee showed that the duty of
1 cent per pound on the ore would cost the independent com-
panies $8,000,000, If there is a progpect in this country of suffi-
cient deposits of manganese ore, if it had been shown at the
hearings and by the reports of the one recognized authority
upon which we depended, the Geological Survey, that there
would become available deposits of manganese, undoubtedly the
committee would have protected it in order that there might
“be a sufficient duty to develop the industry and to mine the
ore. But the committee did not believe that condition existed,
and did not have such information. Of course, certain of the
western mining associations believe that it exists. It may ex-
ist, but is it a wise poliecy with that remote possibility to place
a burden of $8,000,000 upon the steel industry of the country?
It might be worth it if we were assured of a continued supply
Tfor all time.

But upon whom does the burden rest? It is not upon the
United States Steel Corporation, because they import their ore
from Brazil. They have their own reduction furnaces and they
can absorb the losses. But when the Taylor Iron & Steel Co.,
for instance, which makes ferrosteel, and when several other
smaller steel corporations have to go out in the open market
and pay the increased duty and be subject to. the demands of

the importer of ferromanganese metal, it means that those
independent corporations have a heavier burden by reason of
the fact that they have to go into the open market, and they
have not the resources or have not the income fo mark off
their losses,

Whether it were wise or not I am not going to say, but the
opinion of the committee was that there was not a sufficient
supply of manganese ore in the country, and there is nothing to
show it, and therefore the committee felt that it was unwise
to take this product off the free list and put a duty upon it.
That was the position of the committee.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, by section 315 of
the bill it is provided as follows:

That in order to regulate the foreign commerce of the United States
and to put into force and effect the policy of the Congress by this act
intended whenever the President, upon investigation of the differences
in conditions of competition in trade in the markets of the United
States of articles whoui or in part the growth or product of the
United States and of like or similar articles wholly or in part the

owth or product of competing Ioreig countries, ghall find it

rebf shown that the duties fixed in this act do not equalize the
said differences in conditions of competition in trade he shall, by such
investigation, ascertain said differences and determine and proclaim
the changes in classifications or forms of duty or inereases or decreases
in any rate of duty provided in this act shown by said ascertained aif-
ferences in conditions of competition in trade necessary to equalize the
same in the markets of the United States.

That is declared to be the policy and the principle of the bill,
namely, to fix the duties npon articles produced alike in this
country and in foreign countries at such a rate as will equalize
the differences in competition.

In view of the attitude taken by Senators with reference Lo
this particular item, as well as a few more, I think it will be
necessary, Mr. President, to make a slight amendment of that
provision, namely, to except from its operation those articles
that enter into the competition of steel, and to provide that
those"shall not be subjected to this rule.

Mr. President, conceal-it as anyone may, gloss it over as any-
one may choose to do, there is one reason and one reason only
why the committee took this item off the dutiable list and put
it upon the free list, and that is because it would be a tax upon
the manufactures of steel in this country. Candor and frank-
ness would compel an admission to that effect.

The Senator from Ohio [Mr, Witris] asserts as the basis of
his contention that ores containing manganese exist in such
limited quantities in this country as that it will be impossible
to develop the industry and thus supply in any considerable
amount the demands of domesti¢ consumption. The statement
is made upon the floor here as though the guestion were not an
open debated one before the committee which considered the
bill. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN]
now tells us, not really that the supplies do not exist but that
the committee had no information upon which it could justify
itself in believing that the supplies exist in this country. T
shall enll attention to the testimony with reference to that
matter presently as it was given before the committee,

Now, the fact is not only that it is well established that the
supplies are here but that the committee had information to
that effect. So far as the supplies are concerned, Mr. Presi-
dent, and the possibility of the development of the manganese
industry in this country to a point where it will measurably
supply the demands of domestic consumption, 1 want to call
attention to what the record shows.

Some figures were submitted by the distinguished Senator
from New Jersey upon that matter. Let me show something
about the development of the industry, the possibility of its
expansion and extension first. In 1910 there was produced in
this country of ore containing 35 per cent of manganese or
more only 2,258 tons, and the amount did not increase until
1915 by reason of war demands in any substantial amount, the
production of 35 per cent manganese for that year being only
9,613 tons, The war demand, however, increased the produc-
tion so that in 1916 there were 31,474 tons produced. Bear in
mind this is not the low-grade ore at all. It is ore contain-
ing 35 per cent or more of manganese, which is a high-grade
ore.

In 1917, when we went into the war, the production of this
ore increased to 129,405 tons; in 1918 to 305,869 tons: and
thus it will be perceived that the quantity was continually in-
creasing as the demand for it existed; but when the armistice
was signed and the demand was shut off, the production fell in
1919 to 55,322 tons. In 1920 it rose to 94,420 tons, but in 1921
fell again to 13,000 tons.

We are advised, however, Mr. President, that the quantity of
high-grade manganese ore in the country is inconsiderable, and
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. WrrrLis] tells us that the ore con-
tains only a modicum of manganese, In addition to the supply
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of high-grade manganese to which I have called attention there
was produced in the United States during 1915, of ore contain-
ing frem 10 to 35 per cent manganese, 185,000 tons; in 1916
there were 453,000 tons; in 1917, 730,000 tons; in 1918, 916,000
tons; and then the production dropped in the next year to
899,000 tons; in 1920, to 481,000 tons; and in 1921, to 72,000
tons.

But we can go beyond that and utilize ores by concentration
very profitably that contain from 5 to 10 per cent of manganese
and of these ores enormous guauntities were produced in this
country. I shall offer for the Recorp the table which I hold in
my hand, which is based upon the reports of the Geological
Survey and the Bureau of Mines. It will be interesting to note
abour what percentage of, the domestic demand was thus sup-
plied from the domestic sources which we are told are so lean
and so rare as to be incapable of development. I trust I may
have the attention of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Fre-
LINGHUYSEN], because, perhaps, the figures which I am about
to quote have not had his notice.

In 1910 we produced in this country only 1.8 per cent of all
the manganese utilized in domestic industry; in 1915 our pro-
duction jumped to 9.1 per cent; in 1916 to 13.2 per cent; in 1917
we were producing 27.2 per cent of the entire domestic consump-
tion ; in 1918 we produced almost one-half of all the manganese
used in this country—46.6 per cent. Then in the same way the
percentage dropped to 24.5 per cent in 1919; to 20.2 per cent in
1920: and to 6.1 per cent in 1921. These important and illumi-
nating tables, Mr. President, I ask to be printed in the Recorp
in connection with my remarks as a complete refutation of the
contention that the American supply is not worthy of develop-
ment and is incapable of supplying the domestic demand.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Opmie in the chair).
Without objection, it is so ordered. -

The tables referred to are as follows:

Propucerion OF MANGAXESE 1IN THE UNITED STATES COMPARED WITH
IMPORTATION OF MANGANESE,
EXPLANATION. -
[Charts omitted in the Rrcorp.]

Domestic ore produneed : 8hip grades of domestic manganese psed
for steel making are roughly divided into two classes of ores, wiz:
(1) High grade, containing per eent manganese or more. (2) Com-
biped manganese and irom ores (of which this country hag the largest
known deve}oged deposits in the world), in which the manganese con-
tent is from 5 per cent to 35 per cent and the balance of the metallie
content is iron. In this chart all domestic manganese-bearing ore is re-
duced to terms of high-grade ore.

Imports of manganese ore and ferromanganese: In pre-war times
about half of the manganese requirements for steel making was imported
in the form of ore, the other hnlf was imported in the crude alloy,

ferromanganese. In this chart all importations of manganese are €x-
pressed in terms of high-grade ore. -
Produiotion Imports of Producti Imports of
of man- e of man-
ore ore and Sl T ore and
Year. tthe ferro- Year. I the ferro-
United | f00 Crited United | iio United
States.! States.? Btates. States,
0310 Tom e
10, 51
g %37 fragss
14350 a5
20, 068 755,072
45, 804 423, 098

gan

NoTe.—This adjustment of medium grade ore to the high-grade basis and of ferro-
manganese to the ore basis is made necessary in to accurately compare domestic
produetion with imports.

In the pre-war period, when there were no protective latiens for
manganese, there was relatively no domestic ore mined. uper labor
in India, China, and Russia, and cheap labor in Brazil mined this ore.
The steel makers depend on fureign m&pﬂﬁ. There was no in-
centive for development of Anrerican deposits,

The partial embargoes Imposed as a war measure resulted in the
remarkable inerease of production shown im above chart.

Less than 10 per cent of the known manganese deposits of the
United States were in operation in 1918, err few of the mines
opened up had to the shipping point, practically no mines had the
equipment installed or even purchased to advantageously produce ore,

and not 5 per cent of the mines had installed the necessary equipment
for concentrating the ores or improving thelr grades.
About 500 nrines were operating or get started, 7,000 men

were emplayed, $15,000,000 was invested under Government encou
ment,  Amerien showed its ability to produce. The steel Industry,
which has developed uwnder and by reason of protection, is the o nent
of maniamme protection, The great mass of the American peopie who
know the facts concerning a tarlf for maunganese approve. the
people ruled

United States manganese production—1510-1921.1

{Long tons.]
Oreeon- | Orecon- | Orecon-
taining 35 h{nirg
Year 35 cent| 10to Stol Totald

man- per cent per cent
ganese or | of man- of man-

41,260 19,841 63,359

87,584 6,853 46,504

40, 863 10, 654 53,181

51,512 7,801 63, 451

91, 666 6, 509 100, 900

180, 953 13,982 204, 548

453, 853 80, 447 574, TT4

730,759 130,044 990, 208

916, 163 252,615 | 1,474,647

309, 834 128,055 578, 211

481, 249 285, 165 1860, 534

72,000 14,000 29, 000

11, 8. Geological Survey Reports.
1 Exelndes ore con less than 5 per cent
e ot By, ™ e

Percentage domestic production of mang ption dn DUnited
States, 19101921,
[Long tons.]
Per-
United | o, Unied |oontage
United | gioioc net | Statescon-| oo r
States sumption 8 gm
ue- | mports2ofi “oe o of
f‘”ﬂ man-
fon ! of w ganese pro-
manganese duction | Fanese
ore. ferro- con-
manganese.| . P sump-
don.
10, 510 527, 918 428 1.8
g,'sm 377, 510 mm 26
9, 837 548, 504 558, 341 1.8
14, 350 665, 266 679, 615 2.1
20, 958 490,787 | 511,755 41
45, 804 458, 936 T40 9.1
122,245 | 803,641 836 13.2
. 275, 565 734,805 | 1,010, 460 .2
489, 102 550,23 | 1, 325 46.6
1835, 280 ~09 551,188 24.5
180, 670 755, 072 742 2.2
400 423, 008 451, 398 6.1

1 Includes total tonnage containing 35 per cent manganese and one-fifth tonnage
lo’per mnt%&ﬁ' cent grade.
C Includes total tonnage high-grade ore and two and one-half times the tonnage of
erroIanganese,

* With exception of a small ton of im ed eisen, this total represents
the mmpﬁmdmﬁnimsm. s

leﬂJNMmtdmmmwm & basis and of
ferromanganese to the ore basis is made necessary in order to accurately compare
domestic production with imports.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and Mr. SHORTRIDGE addressed
the Chair, s

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield first to the Senator from
New Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. Has the Senator from Montana any
figures showing the percentage of the ferromanganese content
of the ores which we produce?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have called attention to that.
The ores are classified as ores containing more than 35 per
cent, ores containing from 10 to 35 per cent, and ores containing
from 5 to 10 per cent of manganese, 7

Mr., FRELINGHUYSEN. Is it not troe that the line of
demarcation between the ore which may be utilized for ferro-
manganese and which may be utilized for spiegeleisen, so
called, is 40 per cent, and that below that it is penalized?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I think not. I shall have some-
thing to say about that a little later on.

However, Mr. President, I wish first to take up the conten-
tion advanced here, based upon the report of the Tariff Com-
mission, which is merely a reproduction of the statement made
in the report of the Geological Survey, to the effect that the
domestic supplies are limited and are not adequate to meet the
demands for more than two years.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yleld to the Senator from Cali-

fornia,

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator from Montana has quoted
some very important figures showing gradually a great increase
in production of manganese and then a falling off. In aid of
his thought, with which I fully agree so far as he has proceeded,
I desire to suggest that the Senator at this point suggest why
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there was a falling off in the produetion from our American
mines.

Mr, WALSH of Montana, That is perfectly obvious.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I think so, but I should be glad to have
the Senator from Montana state it.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It was due &s a matter of fact
to two considerations: In the first place, during the war the
steel industry was keyed up to its very limit. The manufacture
of steel for war purposes and for purposes incident to war was
stimulated in all countries which were engaged in that war,
and, consequently, the demand was very great. I have not at
hand the production of steel during the subsequent years, but
I have no doubt there was a great falling off. i

In the second place, as a matter of -fact the industry was
developed in this country during the war to a very large extent
because we were unable to command the shipping necessary to
bring the supplies here from foreign countries. As soon, how-
ever, as the armistice was declared, at least as soon as repatria-
tion was completed, the ships were released and could then
engage in the business of earrying supplies from foreign coun-
tries.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Is it not a fact that there is no evidence
whatever that the falling off in the production of manganese in
this country was due to any lack of minable ore?

Mr, WALSH of Montana. There was no evidence whatever
that there was any exhaustion of domestic supplies, or that the
mines were worked out or anything of that kind.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr, President——

Mr., WALSH of Montana. If the Senator will pardon me, I
desire to say that the fact about the matter is that in my State,
which, I may say, is far and away the leading producer of man-
ganese, a large number of mines were opened up and were
brought right to the productive stage when the armistice was
gigned and the crash came. Those supplies have never been
touched, but, Mr, President, none of the mines that were opened
up in my State have shown any indication whatever of exhaus-
tion, a circumstance with reference to which I shall dwell at
some length before I conclude. Now I yield to the Senator from
New Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I merely wish to point out that in
the hearings before the Committee on Finance there appears
this testimony from the president of the Republic Steel Co., one
of the independents, which use this alloy :

But it was not stated on the floor of the House why the miners of man-
gancse in these States went out of business when the war ended. The
Teason was not beeause of free trade in manganese, but because there

was no market for domestic lean and high-silicon manganese ores when
the richer foreign products of Brazil, Indla, and Russia were again

available.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is the statement of the presi-
dent of a steel company?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes; that is the statement of the
president of a steel company.
Mr. WALSH of Montana.

that before I get through.

I might say further with respect to the .question addressed
to me by the Senator from California that it is recognized upon
all hands that the great difficulty in the situation is the matter
of freight rates. The transcontinental freight charges so far
exceed the cost of transportation by water from foreign sources
that the matter of the relative difference in the eost of produc-
tion at the mines is not so important.

Mr. President, touching the information given to the Senate
so definitely by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wmris], and con-
curred in by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Frerng-
HUYSEN] so far as the commiitee is concerned, that the domes-
tic supplies are not of sufficient extent to warrant the develop-
ment of the industry, it was disclosed further in the course of
the discussion by the Senator from Ohio that the information
upon which the statement made by the Geological Survey was
based was all derived prior to the year 1918. I have pointed
ouf that prior to 1915 the production in this country, we might
properly say, was inconsequential, being 1 or 2 per cent of the total
requirements ; but when the war broke out in Europe, and before
onr participation in it, the mines in the South, chiefly in Arkan-
sas, began producing a little more generously and the quantity
was increased. It was not, however, until we actually entered
+the war in 1917 and the submarine menace became so threaten-
ing and the necessity for ships“o transport our men across the
sen became so urgent as to make it diffieult, if not impossible,
to get the foreign supply here, that the Bureau of Mines and other
departments of the Government- urged the miners in the West
‘to scan the hills and endeavor to locate deposits of manganese
and prompted those who knew of deposits of that kind to their
speedy development,

I will furnish information about

They responded patriotically; they responded generously;
many of them put the last dollar they had in the world into the
development of these properties; and then, as I have indicated,
when shipping conditions became more normal and when the
high and increasing freight rates confronted them they found
themselves utterly unable to compete with the foreign supply,
and their enterprises ended in dismal and disastrous failure.

Mr, FRELINGHUYSHEN. Mr, President——

J-Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from New
ersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the Senator believe that there
is a sufliclent quantity of manganese ore in this country to
supply the demand of all the industries here?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not the slightest doubt in
the world about it, upon information which I have before me,
which I shall give to the Senator.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not want to interrupt the
Senator; I am very much interested in the Senator's statement,
and I should like to know where it is located.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I wish to emphasize the point to
which I am referring by mentioning that in 1910 manganese
was Enown to exist in less than a hundred districts in the
Unifed States. In 1918 Government publications reported it
in 427 districts and in 1,181 deposits, and many deposits are now
Iknown that were not then examined. Manganese is now kuown
to exist in 30 different States. Also the number of shippers
increased from about a dozen in 1910 to 41 in 1915 and to 408
in 1918. In ‘the five-year period, from 1910 to 1914, inclusive,
the production of high-grade ore in the United States averaged
only 2,612 tons, but in 1918 it was 305,869 tons, an increase of
117 times, equivalent to 1,170 per cent. None of this the Geo-
logical Survey had at its command. A part of the information
upon which the statements of Senators are based is to the effect
that there were then reserves in the Butte district of only 2,800
tons of manganese ore carrying more than 35 per cent.

I trust this item will have the attention of the Senator from
New Jersey. The Geological Survey, in its schedule of the de-
posits of manganese ores in this counfry, as it had information
concerning them, credited the Butte district with reserves to
the extent of 2,800 tons of ore containing 85 per cent or more
of manganese. Since that time there have actually been shipped
ont of the Butte district 166,650 tons of ore of a grade higher

1 than 35 per cent.

I have before me a general review of this subject, and I want
to read it:
In spite of all the increase of production, the Increased number of

known deposi the poblished reports of metallurgists concerning the
desirability of the domestic ores, the favorable reports of the field mgeol-
ogists of the survey, the favorable reports of State geologists and other

eologists and mining. engineers of standing, the signed and, in many
nstances, the sworn ts of the owners of manganese properties,
the Geoln%lcal B_umiy in its buolletin, * Manganese and Manganiferous
Ores in 1919,” publ shed April 6, 1921, says the domestic manganese
reserves will last t:ml{l two years.

It is claimed by the producers that the report has not dealt fairly
with the subject of domestic sources of manganese, and t any fair
congideration must take info account all sources of domestic manganese
and all metallurgical practices of steel making. A general statement
conrerning the sources of manganese ig desirable in the ideration
of domestic reserves.

Manganese is a metal; its ores occur in some 112 named minerals:
it never occurs in a “free” or metallic form in nature, but always
chemieally combined with other elements, prinecipally with oxygen, as
in the oxides, or with carbon dioxide as carbonates. These oxides or
carbonates are frequently associated with the ores of other metals, as
irom, zinc, or silver.

Now, we take these three classes—first, the high-grade ores;
gecond, the low-grade ores; and, third, the associated manganesae
ores:

I. High-grade ores: (1) High-grade oxide ores, 35 per cent or better,
actual and in prospect. the oxide manganese ores there are half a
dozen of commercial importance; they are usually black, grey, or brown
in color, and contain 40 to 55 per cent manganese,

(2) High-grade carbonate ores, 36 per cent or better, actual and in
prospect.—Of the carbonate ores one—rhodochrosite—is of commercial
importance ; this is a pink one and usually contains 37 to 42 per cent
manganese,

II. Low-grade ores: (3) Lower grade oxide ores, less than 35 per
cent manganese content in the crude form, where the ores are mixed
with sand, eclay, silica (rock), eic., but which are amenable to con-
centration by washing, screening, jigging, magnetic processes, or other
means.—This clagsification comprises both oxides and ecarbonates dis-
seminated through sand or clay or rock in so small a proportion that
the percentage of contained manganese is too low in the crude atate to
be suitable for smelting, but is capable of cheap concentration to high-
grade ore by mechanieal cr otber physical processes, Material contain-
ing manganese of less than commereial grade that no means is now
known for concentration is not eonsidered ore.

Apparently this was the kind of ore which the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. Wirris] had in mind when he discussed this subjeet;
but that is a matter of no very great consequence to us in the
West, because the process of concentration is applied to ores of
all classes, and may be applied to manganese ores as well as
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to copper ores and others. That process is the elimination of
the material of no value or of little value, and the preservation
only of that which is useful.

II1. Associated manganese ores: These ores may be either oxides or
carbonates, but generally they are oxides and are usually assoclated
with iron, silver, zine, or other metalliferous minerals. Those man-
ganese ores associated with iron ore are known as ferruginous man-

ese ore (lower grade carbonate ores which in the ¢rude form contain
ess than 3 r cent manganese, but which can be recovered as a by-
product in tgg concentration of other ores) or manganiferous iron
ores (ferruginous manganese ores, Mn, 10 per cent to 35 per cent) ;
those with gilver, as manganiferous silver ores; and those with zine,
after passing off .in the slag from the zinc smelters, are known as
manganiferous zine residuum.

Bear in mind, Mr, President, that these low-grade ores have
actually been used after they have been properly concentrated.

Associated mangneee ores of both oxides and carbonates, particu-
larly the former, combination with various metals as:

Ferruginous manganese ores (Mn. 10 per cent te 35 per cent).

Manganiferous iron ore (Mn. 83 per cent to 10 per cent).

Manganiferous silver ores.

Manganiferous lead ores.

Manganiferons zinc ores.

When the Geological Survey says that there are manganese ore re-
gerves in this country to last the steel industry only two years the
onlghiake into account the first classification of ore and only on&tenti
of t, according to the latest information.

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lapp in the chair). Does
the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. WALSH of Montana., I yield to the Senator.

Mr. KELLOGG. Is it not a fact that something like 860,000
tons of manganiferous iron ore was produced from the Cuyuna
Range of Minnesota during the war?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The production of the Cuyuna
Range—which, as I understand, is manganiferous iron—is very
high. I was going to submit the figures from that source.

Uses of manganese ;: Ninety-five cent of the manganese consumed
in this counlrygfs used for m":xking pgmmon steel.

Mr. President, I may be pardoned for interjecting here that
that is the reason why this is on the free list.

It is not a constituent of the steel but of the raw products that go
into steel making. Though 15 pounds of metallic manganese in com-
mon practice is added to a long ton of steel, there is approximately no
more manganese in the finished produet than there was in the combined
pig iron and serap that was charged into the furnmace. The additional
charge goes off in the slag.

Manganese is called a scavenger or a purifier. Its actunal purrou is
(1) as a deoxidizer, (2) a desulphurizer, (3) a recarburizer, (4) and
to improve the physical strncture. No steel is made without manga-
nese ; there is no known substitute that fulfills all its functions.

Thig is the answer to the question addressed to me by the
Senator from New Jersey: -

FORM IN WHICH MANGANESE IS USED IN MAKTING COMMON STEEL.

Manganese is introduced Into the making of common steel through
different ways— (1) as ferromanganese (a crude allodv containing essen-
tially 80 {)H cent manganese, 14 per cent iron, and 6 per cent carbon),
(2) as splegeleisen (a crude alloy containing 20 per cent manganese, 75
per cent iron, and B per cent carbon).

I might say that the Anaconda Copper Mining Co. has a fer-
romanganese plant at Great Falls, Mont., and during the war
was actively engaged in the production of ferromanganese from
the Butie and Phillipsburg mines.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, does the Senator
contend that the manganiferous ores in Minnesota are of high
enough manganese content to be utilized for ferromanganese?

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Mr. President, I am not so
familiar with the Minnesota supply, naturally, and so I am not
able to answer the question of the Senator. I assert, however,
without any possibility of contradiction, that the Montana ores
are peculiarly adapted to the production of ferromanganese.

Third. As high man ese pig iron containing 2 per cent to 6 per
cent manganese instead of approximately 1 per cent or less manganese,
usual manganese content of pig iron.

Fourth, Silico manganese and silicon spiegel, two alloys of manganese
iron and silica that have promising future demands.

Note: Alloys containing less manganese than 80 per cent (standard
ferromanganese) or more than 20 per cent (standard spiegeleisen) can
be used with equal effectiveness if of uniform grade and free from other
deleterious substances,

Equally good steel is made in the utilization of all the crude manga-
nese alloys and also by the high manganese pig-iron method. Advo-
cates of all practices have most ardent exponents.

MAKING THE ALLOYS; HIGH MANGANESE PIG IRON.

, “ splegel,” d high ig iro 1
ooty ieToA & blaat farnace. Where 1o a smeltiue loes of mats
ganese content in wvolatilization, dust, and slag, varying from 20 te
40 per cent, depending upon the grade of ore and the efliciency
of the operation. The common deleterlous element in the man-
ganese alloys for steel making is
not generally high In phosphorus.
creases the slag 1

phosghorua. Domestic ores are
High silica content of ore in-
, and rily the smelting cost, but the
product may be of the highest quality. The ratio of iron content to
manganese ean not be greater than 1 to 10 for the production of 80
per cent ferromanganese, but where h‘l!gher lower manganese content
of ferro is produced the product is also desirable for steel mld.nfa
Silica (commonly rock) should be eliminated by concentrating; (th
18 a4 mine operation, and under stabilized condition of the man-
ganese mining industry will be accomplished by the companies,

so that a high-grade ore only will be delivered to the furnaces)j
higher content iron ores than the prescribed ratio for ferromanganese
are used for (1) lower ratio ferromanganese, (2) spiegeleisen, and (3)
high manganese pig iron.

I believe I ought to say here to the Senator from New
Jersey in answer to his inquiry that I think it quite likely that
inasmuch as spiegeleisen contains a high percentage of iron
and a relatively low content of manganese, probably the Min-
nesota ores are more particularly adapted to the production of
spiegeleisen than of ferromanganese; but spiegeleisen has its
use in the production of steel just exactly the same as ferro-
manganese has its use, so that that is a matter of no particular
consequence. Of course, so far as the Montana ores are con-
cerned they have a very low iron content, and accordingly
are more adapted to the production of ferromanganese,

A low-grade manganeése ore, if concentrated, will make a high-grade
alloy, just as low-grade copper ore can be recevered and smelted into
high-grade copper. In beth cases it is a gquestion of concentration and
TECOVery.

I dare say that the Senator from Ohio is not familiar with
the process of concentration, by which low-grade ores come teo
produce a product containing a very high percentage of the par-
ticular metal which is desired.

Many hundreds of thousands of tons of American manganese ores
were utilized during the war with no deterioration in the grade of steel .
produced thereby.

That is a sufficient answer to the contention which has been
made that the domestic ores do not meet the requirements as
well as the foreign ores. No contention of that kind was made
during the war, when 46 per cent of all the manganese used
came from domestic sources:

Of the 305,869 tons of high-grade ore produced in 1918 Montana
roduced 199,932 toms, of which 129,885 tons were oxide ores and
?0.06? tons carbonate ores. Abount 100 manganese deposits are known
in the State of Montana. Property owners and operators claim mil-
lions of tons of high-grade carbonate ores, high-grade oxide ores, and
also huge deposits of manganiferous iron ore.

The Uni States Geological Burvey in its last bulletin dealing with
the reserves, * Man and Manganiferous Ores in 1919," pages 94
and 95, gives the r&owing for the reserves of manganese in Montana :

BUTTE DISTRICT.!

Manganese 5 to 35

- ngﬁm m“mw;:; eengﬁ‘arg\ﬂy more t‘hg
Manganese 35 per cent. cent silica less than 30 pe;ae:.nztol:man%
per cent iron. DS oIy

Num- Addi- | Num- Addi- | Num- Addi-
e’ o ey tional ber os | tional ber Re- | tional
of | reserve of y, | reserve of | serves |reserve
dmos— (tons). | i pros- | d (tons). | in pros- | depos- | (tons). |inpros-
3 pect. ig. pect. its. pect.
2 2800 |..eoivenas 60 | 400,000 |....ceeeenfeen saana]asansanslonasnsde

PHILIPSBURG DISTRICT.?
25 m,wu‘ 350,000 19 | 56,000 | 230,000 |.. ’ ........
OTHER DISTRICTS.?
1 200 L e g 2 11 1] (e 1| 1800y it

1 Agthority: J. T. Pardee. Number of deposits examined 1916-17: 62, Work
concluded: Angust, 1917. Number of deposits examined less than 50 tons: * * *
Remarks: All recorded deposits of oxide ores examined; estimate does not include
hﬁgfuﬁahpﬂu.ug%.b??aﬁfg a'l‘?u;?t;’esrpgtr g%np:gts examinod 1918-1015: 25, Work
%mm%:esd:_c&ohsr,ml& Number of deposits examined less than 50 tons: * * *

emarks:

3 3 R . N examined 1916-17: 4. Work con-
clu&\&h&?. !{In%birﬂt;lf“&sposiut?mr S hs?t‘tmn 50 tons: 1. Remarks: Madi«
son County.

That shows of high-grade ores, as I have heretofore advised
the Senate, only 2,800 tons, when, as a maiter of fact, 166,650
tons have since been shipped. It shows only 400,000 tons of
ores from 5 to 35 per cent containing more than 20 per cent
of silica and less than 30 per cent of iron, and none whatever
from 5 to 85 per cent containing more than 30 per cent of iron
and less than 20 per cent of silica.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, will the Senator
tell me who made this survey, who compiled this information?
It is very interesting.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. From what source I get this?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I get it from the American Mining
Congress, but the figures are the figures of the Geological

urvey. .

g Mr.yFRELINGHUYSEN. Has the Senator any information
as to the reserves? Has any estimate been made of them?
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; I am going to furnish that
to the Senator.

In view of the statement made by the Senator from New Jer-
sev to the effect that the committee was compelled to take the
action it did because it did not have these facts before it, of
course that is no reason why the Senate, now being fully advised
about the matter, should follow the committee. But the fact
about the matter is that these facts were all canvassed and
dis¢cussed before the Finance Committee, as will appear from
the following colloquy. Mr. Potts, who collaborated in the prep-
aration of the information which I am now giving the Senate,
testifying upon the subject before the Senate committee, was
interrogated as follows:

Benator McLeas, Are these reports equally accurate in respect of
oil reserves?

Mr. Porrs. I could not tell you that, Senator,

Senator CurTiS. From what I hear, T think they are.

The CHAIRMAN, I have a theory that 60 or 70 per cent of the Gov-
ernment publications are worthless,

Senator Smoor. We were told 12
enough in the United States to last

The CHARMAN. I know that lar
returned to me with letters of in
sylvania.

The fact about the matter is that—the controversy thus wag-
ing before the Finance Committee—the matter was called to the
aftention of the director of the survey, who sent the following
letter to the committee:

In calling attention to th I1 estimate of high-
ort e Bobie Bt h00 Tt T Ak S e R s
letter of Albert J. Seligman to the effect that 71,000 tons of manganese

roduced by his company in 1918 and 63,000 toms in 1920,

Mr. Potts admitted in conference with Mr. Hewitt that he was ignorant

of the fact that these quantities represent not high-grade man
ore but low-grade oxide ore which had to be mﬂledgto yield a a.hjwing
g&lrt of the estimated 400,000 tons o

concentrate. This material was
low-grade material as figured by Mr. Pardee and which appears in the

table of reserves.

The direcior also said, in the hearing before the Finance
Committee, page 2007 :

Consgider: the reception gi the ch b Bena
I suggest t{;ﬁ Mr. Potts be E‘iv'eelil an opp::%ﬁ'i!t; 't;‘l:e“tmtam(_‘:? :I:ilatlt‘:::

It was apparently the Director of the Survey and not Mr.
Potts who was in error concerning the character of the ore
shipped by the Butte Copper & Zine Co., to which reference has
been made :

The affidavit of Albert J. Seligman, presid
& Zine Co., the a%ipper, of the ore, fully mmg;%e%a;?ntc: th:
Direstor of the Survey where he says Mr. Potts's * charges arise out
of very superficial examination of and eareless reference to publications.”

The affidavit of Mr. Seligman shows that no low-grade ore
was shipped by his company at all, and that every ton that was
shipped was of the high-grade, carbonate ore,

I read from the affidavit of Mr. Seligman, to which reference
wis made. I may say here that I have had the pleasure of very
intimate acquaintance with Mr. Seligman for 30 years, and any
statement_ he makes I would accept without serious question,
only bearing in mind always that these statements are made
by gentlemen who are interested in securing the high rates for
which they ask. I read:

Albert J. Seligman, of 61 Broadway, New York City, bei
sworn, deposes nnd‘ga;a: Thaiol‘:e 'l:,tr.he ;‘:esig:nt oft’ m?ﬁn%%?g

& Zinc Co., and is the author of a letter referred to in the last para-
graph of p’axe 2100 of the hearings before the Committee on Fin‘.’nnce

i"stenl'sa ago that there was only coal
years.

numbers of these pamphlets are
tion by constituents in Penn-

on the pro tariff of 1921, Sehedule No. 8.

He fur avers that he read the statement of Mr. Hewett to the
effect fthat shipments of manganese ore from the Butte Copper &
Zine Co.’s propert);‘ in 1918 and 1920 were not high-grade ore but low-
grade oxide ore which have been milled and concentrated. The affant
avers that this statement recited by Mr. Hewett is absolu and un-
equivecably untrue. The exaet tonnage of ore shipped by the Butte
Copper & Zine Co. was as follows:

1918 70,067
19189, 320
1820 64, 131

Not one ton of ore was concentrated. Every ton shi was high-
grade manganese carbonate ore. 2 e i

The letter to which reference is made in this afiidavit is as
follows:
Mr, GEORGE OTIS SMITH, WasniNeToN, D. C., March 9, 1922,

Dvrector Unmited States Geological Burvey,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR BIR: A great injostice has been inadvertently done in the state-
ments made in paragraph 3, page 2100, of the tariff hearings, sched-
ule 3, metals and manufactures of, in reference to the shipments of
manganese carbonate ores from the Butte Copper & Zinc Co.'s mines,
during the years 1918 and 1920, and I am sure you will be
make correction of this evident error.

As I am president of the company and can vouch for all of the facts,
I bez to state that all of the ore shi wis a high-grade manganese
carhbonate called rhodochrosite, and that not a pound of thé ore was
coneetitrated, it having been shipped In the raw state to practically
%:Il tEhe large ferromanganese manufacturers of the Middle West and
dnst,

All the above ore was high-grade ore shipped from a deposit which
gro.ué'edg:rtment bhad credited with containing only 2,800 tons of high-
Will you not kindly send a letter to the Finance Committee corrvect-
ing this statement, and inasmuch as the matter is to be decided within
a sly or so, I would ask you to kindly give it your immediate atten-

tion. ‘I teuly,
ours very .
Burre CorrEr & Zixc Co.,
ALBERT J. SELIGMAN.

The letter of the director of the survey with reference to
the matter was referred to, and I ask that it be printed in the
Recorp as a part of my remarks, without taking the time of
the Senate to read it.

There being no objection, the letter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THR INTERIOR,
UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SORVEY,
Orrics oF THE DIEECTOR,
Washington, March 19, 1922,
Hon. PorTER J. McCUMBER,
Chairman Finance Committee, United States Senate,

MY Dpar Spxaror: My attention has been called to a statement
which appears en 2100 of the tariff hearings, Schedule 3, being a
qbnotadnn from certain comments made by me in a communication to
the chairman of the Tariff Commission. These detailed comments
were of the nmatore of a reply to certain charges made before your
committee, and while intended te cla the matter of the domestic
reserves of manganese eore, contain unfortunately, an inexplicable
blunder, which unintentionally does injustice to a well-recognized large
reserve of high-grade manganese ore at Butte. The statements now
made by the Anaconda Copper Mining Ce. and Mr. A, J. Seligman are
not necessary to set this matter right in my mind, since the same
figures of ore shipments for 1918 are already on record with the
Geological Survey, being confidentially reported early in 1919 by the
Anaconda Copper ng Co.

There is no guestion but that there are large deposits of manga-
nese carbonate ore in Butte district, and the importance of those
carbonate ores in the Kmma mine at Butte was, in fact, recognized in
1917 at the time of the study eof this district by Mr. Pardee, a geolo-
gist this survey ; but at that time no tonnage estimate was I
as possible, although the high quality of these ores was stated the
survey's report, * Manganese at Butte, Mont,” published in April,
1918 ; and later in the same year the table of manganese ore reserves
in the United States specifically states tbat the estimate of the ton-
nage given * does not include large deposits of carbonate*ore 35 to 38
per cent of manganese.”

The paragraph in the hearings to which attention has been called
(bottom of 2100 and top of page 2101) seems to be in error in
its mention of comcentration of low-grade oxide ore, The fact well
known to Mr. Hewett and Mr. Pardee and, In fact, to all of us who
ik:p:ml? touch with thot; sl::i:;:ct cllﬂ.rlng the ::amh for manganese ories

large bodies -grade carbonate manganese ore exist in
the Emma mine at Butie and were be mined in 1918, However, in
shewing up what seemed to me Mr. Potts’s unfairness in handling the
survey's reports, Mr. ‘Hewett himself seems to bave confused concen-
trated low-grade oxide ore with these shipments from the Emma mine.
Unfortunately, Mr. Hewett is now In the field in Nevada, but rather
than wait for his explanation of what now appears to me a careless
statement, doe ibly to the fact that the detailed comment appear-
ing on pages to 2100 was prepared by Mr. Hewett last October
on the eve of his leaving the city on a field trip, I am now submittin
this correction and if I hear anything to y this explanation
will later inform you.

Finally, to show the unintentional character of what now seems g
misstatement permit me to guote the concluding ngrsgg of my let-
ter of October 7, also addressed to Doctor Page (see p. 2097 of hear-
ings). In this ie‘tler. written only a day later than the submission
of the other comment, I made a statement which in my opinion is
absolutely correct and does not need the change of a single word,
This brings out the essentinl fact that the Iar%e shipments from thae
Imma mine in 1019 and 1920 were of a wholly different character
gom the 2,800 tons of high-grade oxide estimated by the Geological

uarvey.

On the same page in an earller paragraph Mr. Potts reiterates his
reference to the 2,800 tons of high- ore in the Butte district, with
which he compares a many times larger honnaie of ore shipped from
the same djstrictﬂ not specifying, however, the kind of ore so shipped,
the survey's distinetion In its estimates between oxide and carbonata
ores being either unnoticed by Mr. Potts, as he stated to Mr. Hewett
or dis rded by him in his very plain purpose to discredit the United
States logical Sarvey.

Yours very truly,

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Kentucky? $

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. STANLEY. I see a statement on page 1641 of the hear-
ings, by Mr. Dette, representing Crocker Bros, He said:

Even under the stimulns of war necessity and high prices domestie
production furnished only a small part of our total needs, and that
only by a sacrifice in quality of the smelted product.

ater LA FoLierTre. What is the total consumption?

Mr. DETTE, About 500,000 tons, I should say, normally.

It is safe to say that the steel trade must depend for all time en
foreign ores or foreign ferromanganese for at least 90 per cent of its
requirements, The proposed duty of 1 cent Ygr pound content, or
about $11.20 per long ton on average ores, would be merely a subsidy
to one or two ore producers. We recommend that manganese ores be
tnedn&mouth&nﬂpertonmroresm 5 per cent man-

OVer,

Does the Senator agree in that statement, as to the relative
amount of ores necessary to import, considering the quality of

GeorcB OT1s SMITH.
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the ore? I have not heard all of the argument but I think that
is very vital if true. -

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Senator call my attention
again to the essential feature of that?

Mr. STANLEY. He states, in the first place, that of the
300,000 tons normal production 90 per cent must come from
foreign importations, and that, in the second place, the quality
of the domestic ore is not comparable to that of the imported
ore; that we must import the foreign ore to mix with the do-
mestic ore in any event, The vital thing is that we only pro-
duce, Mr. Dette claims, one-tenth of our total consumption of
this product.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. My attention was directed to that,
and I supposed I had covered it.

Mr. STANLEY. I do not want the Senator to repeat what
he has already said.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator should bear in mind
that this is a party who is producing ferromanganese. He
says:

It is safe to say that the steel trade must depend for all time on
forelgn ores or foreign ferromanganese for 90 per cent of its articles.

I showed that during the war the domestic supply was actu-
ally furnishing 46.6 per cent of the total consumption, and that
there is not the slightest indication anywhere of the exhaustion
of any of the mines from which these supplies were drawn,
and many mines have been opened up that have never been
brought to the producing stage, because of the subsequent drop-
ping of the price. He continues:

The proposed duty of 1 cent Per pound content, or about $11.20 per
long ton on average ores, would be merely a subsidy to one or two
ore producers.

I have called attention to the fact that the number of ship-
pers actually shipping in 1918 was 408, and the statement to
which the Senator has invited my attention is to the effect that
this would mean a subsidy to one or two ore producers.

Mr. STANLEY. I would like to call attention to a subsequent
statement, as given on page 1641:

The domestic supplies are lmited, inferior in quality, and far from
consuming points,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. So far as the supply is concerned
I have been devoting my attention to that, but I am going now
to address myself particularly to the Montana supplies, and
then to the Minnesota supplies, which are the two known sources
of great supply. That is the kind of testimony, apparently,
upon which the committee was acting.

Mr. STANLEY. Is it the Senator’s contention that we can

produce approximately at the same cost that is paid for im- |

ported ores; that is, with a reasonable difference for a reason-
able import duty, enough to supply the needs of the iron
industry in this country?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have no doubt we could supply
the iron industry entirely in this country. Just exactly what
duty would be necessary to make it worth while developing
these properties I have not undertaken to fizure out.

Touching the Montana supplieg, the following is a summary |

of the situation so far as Montana is concerned :
MANGANESE IN MONTANA.

Montana was not regarded as a manganese producing State
until the war demand for this mineral and the cutting off of
importation of manganese from foreign countries made possible
the development of the deposits within the State. In 1918-
19 Montana supplied nearly two-thirds of the total domestlc
production of manganese ore,

One of the surprises of the war period was the large production of
manganese ore in Montana. 1In 19‘2197 the production in the Philips-
burg district so greatly inereased that Montana jumped far ahead of
the other States producing manganese ore. Apparently because the
carbonate of manganese was new to the ore trade, the bodies of rhodo-
chrogite at Butte, which are among the largest and most valuabla
gources of manganese in the country, were overlooked for several
months after the mining of the oxide ores had begun, In 1918 a
further increase in ontput was made at Philipsburg, and Butte, having
begun the mining of its rbodochrosite bodies, became, next to Philips-
burg, the most productive distriet in the United States. Although man-
ganese minerals are known in several other mining districts in Mon-
tana, only a small Emduction has so far been made elsewhere than at
Butte and Philipsburg. Montana supplied during 1917 and 1918
nearly two-thirds of the total domestic production of manganese ore
and nearly one-sixth of the amount of the domestic production and
imports. ost of this produet was smelted to ferromanganese for use
in making steel. At the rate of 3 tons of ore to 1 ton of alloy * * *
Montana would have ylelded an amount sufficient to manufacture
15,000,000 tons of steel. In 1919 Montana produced nearly half of the
total output in the United States. (J. K. Pardee, Bulletin 725-C,
U. 8. Geological SBurvey, 1921.)

In all of their earlier reports the United States Geological
Survey have completely ignored Montana's manganese reserves,
and even in their latest report, above referred to, they credit
the Butte distriet with having a reserve tonnage of only 2.800
tons, notwithstanding the fact that this district has shipped

since 1918 166,650 tons of ore containing 85 per cent or more
of manganese.

The two properties in Montana that have shipped the
largest amount of ores are the Emma mine, owned by the Butte
Copper & Zinc Co., and the Algonquin mine, owned by the Phil-
ipsburg Mining Co.

The last-named company owns—

Bixty mining claims, en 17 of which manganese was found on the
surface; it is the only company in the Philipsburg district that has
done extengive develop t work. They have expended $600,000 in
developing the property. Their latest estimate to the Internal-
Revenue reau was 1,000,000 tons of ore, averaging 385 per cent or
better of oxidized manganese. This estimate was made om a prob-
able de&tlb of manganese of that character of 400 feet. Bince then
one of the shafts has reached a depth of 570 feet, with ore of as high

e as any heretofore f d. Ar ble tonnage estimate would
4000, tons of oxidized ore. The carbonate ores (rhodochrosite)

no doubt extend to great depths and probably contain an ew}ual or
eater tonnage, (Statement of J. H. Meyer, president Philipsburg

ining Co., Apr. 18, 1822.)

The Butte Copper & Zinc Co.’s properties at Butte are large
producers of rhodochrosite (pink manganese). At the request
of the Government in 1918 this company concentrated all its
efforts toward the rapid extraction of manganese, of which it
had very large quantities developed. They produced and
shipped over 71,000 tons of manganese in 1918, Their ore is a
carbonate, rich in manganese, low in silica, and adapts itself
readily to treatment at a low cost. The ore runs about 38 per
cent manganese, 7 per cent silica.

It is very difficult to give accurate estimates of the manganese ore
deposits, e have in our property many hundreds of thousands of
tons of ore developed and probable, and thronghout the district the
condition ﬁnvsﬂs that at depth the manganese deposits are wider and
richer. e history of the Butte districts is one of continuous de-
velopmrent to great depth, and it is fair to assume that in our manga-
nese ]ilgromrties the same conditions will grevail. (A. J. SBeligman, presi-
dent Bu Copper & Zince Co., Feb, 14, 1921.)

In their sworn statement this company states that they have
a proved tonnage of 200,000 tons of 87 per cent ore, with a pos-
sible tonnage of this grade of 880,000 tons.

The William A. Clark properties in the Butte distriet have
large showings of manganese. In the Ancient Mine manganese
ore occurs to a depth of more than 500 feet, and from 30 to 40
feet in width. This ore averages 48 per cent manganese, in the
form of rhodochrosite.

It is difficult to estimate the ore in sight in the Travona property.
It would amount to several hundred thousand tons. It is fair to as-
sume that it will extend in depth at least 500 feet additional, and per-
haps more. There is one claim belonging to me that lies east of the
Ancient claim which evidently contains this same body of ore. tter
from Willlam A. Clark, former United States SBenator, July 16, 1819.)

Bodies of manganese ore and of manganiferous material that may be
capable of beneficiation are found in several ef the mining districts,
Their distribution coincides in general with that of the eres of siiver,
lead, zine, but small amounts of manganese and manganiferous ores
are found in some areas that have not produced the other metals,
(P. 145, United States Geological Survey Bulletin 7 ]

BUTTE DISTRICT.

Siuce the report in 1918—

mining developments have shown that some of the mines contain bedies
of manganese ore that are formed on the same grand scale as the other
ore deposits of this famous district. These deposits consist of rhodo-
chrosite, the carbonate of manganese, a mineral that until late in 1917
gn? el_}gl_rel }overlooked as a source of the metal, (P. 174 U. 8, G, B.
i, .
During 1818, the value of rhodochrosite having been demonstrated,
the production of manganese ore at Butte rapidly increased. In fact,
in that year the output of this district was about three times as
eat as that of California, next to Montana the most productive
tate, and nearly seven times as great as that of Virginia, formerl
&hespréuclipa%oeajgﬂiuese—pmdudns State in the country. (P. 175 U. 8,

. B, Bul,, 725-C.

The reserve of high-grade oxide ore was probably depleted more or
less during 1918, but only a small part of the low-grade material has
been removed. The quantity of rhodochrosite ore reported as actually
developed early in November, 1918, was more than 125,000 tons. To
this reserve should be added an unknown and presumably very large
amount in prospect. In addition the lodes contain an almost imited
quantity otp low-grade material consisting of the carbomnate and silicate
of manganese, and quartz * * * This constitutes a reserve from
which the country’s needs might be largely supplied. With improve-
ment in the methods of reduction much of it might even become valu-
able under ordinary conditions. * * The Butte manganese de-

osits possess the advantage of being large and economically mined.
giost of them can be dereloped and the ore removed without additions
to the workings needed to exploit the ores of the other metals. With
abundant facilities available for concentrating the ore and making ferro-
alloys the operators are in a position to take advantage of any favor-
able market without delay. Although Butte is rather far from the
principal steel-manufacturing centers of the country, it will therefore
probably be profitable to mine manganese in this district for some time
to come or until trade conditions revert to what they were before the
war. (P. 176 U. B. G. B. Bul,, 725-C.)

The manganiferous deposits of Butte are parts of the quartz
lodes that have been mined chiefly for zinc and silver, Man-
ganese minerals are widely distributed, both horizontally and
vertically, but are comparatively scarce in the copper district.
As a rule, this mineral—rhodochrosite—forms a very consid-
erable part of the vein matter, and is generally mixed with
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quartz, sulphide, and so forth. In places, however, rhodochro-
site forms large, practically unmixed bodies similar to the
shoots of zinc and silver ores. The total vertical range of the
rhodochrosite bodies is at least 2,000 feet.

* * * QOxidized material that ¢arries from 12 per eent to 30
E;ntm f:rrlueﬁ: rrf:m !itas CAITy :ﬁe‘go;htﬁymg of sﬂver o%t of
or zinc, and several are fairly rich In irom, (Pp. 176, 177, Bul. 72 5-%

In 1918 the Anaconda Copper Co. built at Great Falls, Mont.,
an electric smelter capable of making 90 tons of ferromanganese
a day and designedsto utilize chiefly the rhodochrosite ore from
Butte. This plant was completed in time to run only a short
period before the sudden decline in the market, and the smelter
has since been closed and the mining of this ore in Montana
practically suspended. The Anaconda Copper Co. has suffered
an enormous loss in this venture, which loss it will not be able
to recover unless it is possible for them to utilize their man-
ganese ore. This, in addition to the slump in the copper
market, has caused this company that employs thousands of
men to suffer severe financial loss.

Bulletin 725-C of the United States Geological Survey de-
seribes 22 deposits in Montana, and says:

The deposits described are typieal and illustrative of the Phili
burg district. Several mines not described for lack of sufficient
talled information are egun.lly worthy. Several claims from which no
shipments have bee e contain promising outerops and prospective
reserves of conn!demble gize, (P. 157.)

The deposits described are known as:

Algonquin, Coyle mine, Climax mine, Trout mine, Gem mine, Poca-
hontas, Little Gem mine, West Algonquin, Bernard, Horton, Headlight,
N. G. Group, Wenger No. 2, Sharktown, Brya.nt mine, CIiff mine White
Horse, Seratech Awl, True Flssure Saunders, Marie, ption,

Forty-seven individuals and corporations claim a loss totaling
$453,533.83 in developing manganese properties during the war,
according to the records of the War Minerals Relief Commission.
The total investment in these properties will be a complete loss
unless a protective tariff is given which will permit the resump-
tion of production.

Montana mining men have an investment of more than
$2,000,000 in the manganese industry of the State, all of which
is in jeopardy unless they are permitted to operate their prop-
erties, which is impossible in competition with foreign manga-
nese and without a compensatory tariff.

Bulletin 725-C of the survey, which is quoted extensively in
this report, discusses only generally the properties in the Butte
district, the most important of which are the properties of the
Butte Copper & Zine Co. and the William A. Clark properties,
upon which we have reports from the companies themselves.

Mr. President, I will undertake to say that no one can read
the record and have any doubt about the adequacy of the
supplies in our country. There is little excuse for the conten-
tion that this particular commodity should be excepted from the
operation of the gemeral principle which it is declared has
governed in the preparation of the bill.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, may I ask the Sen-
ator a question?

Mr. WALSH of Montana., Certainly.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have been very much interested
in the Senator's statement about the gquantity of manganese ore
in the Montana district, but I have not yet had a reply to my
question as to an estimate of the-total reserve in those districts.
The Senator has read several statements of estimates of the dif-
ferent mine owners. Has there been a compilation of all the
estimates of the different mines and the grades of the ores?
Does the Senator believe that there are 3,000,000 tons of man-
ganese in the Montana district?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I would not hesitate to say that
there are three times three million tons in the Butte district,
Ié(’t to speak about the Philipshurg and other districts of the

tate.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does the Senator believe a tariff
rate of 1 ¢ent per pound is necessary to produce it, and is he in
favor of that rate?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am not discussing rates. I am
contending, and contending only, that there is no excuse what-
ever on the other side of this Chamber, professing to frame
a tariff bill intended for the protection of American industry
and to promote the development of American industries, for
putting this item on the free list. The matter of rates some
one else hesides myself can handle,

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then I take it the Senator is not
in favor of a duty on manganese?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. What is the difference what I am
in favor of?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator has been arguing in
favor of the large deposits of manganese and in favor, I think,

of the duty that has been proposed by the Senator from Colo-
rado [Mr. NicHOLSON].

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have been endeavoring to show,
and simply to show, that the excuse which is offered here for
putting this product upon the free list, in violation of what ig
professed to be the principle upon which the bill is founded,
has no justification whatever.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 am not convinced that the Sen-
ator has shown that there is sufficient manganese ore in the
country to supply the demand for any number of years. If his
claims are based upon the estimates of mine owners, we have
the statement of the Director of the Geological Survey, who,
while he admits deposits, still adheres to his statemert, even in
his letter in which he revised his former statement, that there
are not sufficient deposits in this country to supply the industry
for any number of years,

I want to put this question to the Senator fairly, and I know
he wants to be fair and is fair. The American Mining Congress
have been very insistent that on all of these alloys—on mag-
nesite, ferrosilicon, fluorspar, and manganese—there should be a
high duty. If their estimates and their hopes are not finally
realized, what will be the result of a duty of $20 a ton on man-
ganese? It has not been shown that over 300,000 tons have
been produced in any year. Suppose those estimates are not
realized ; will it not be placing a great burden on the productive
industries of the country?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, beyond question it will
increase the cost of producing steel. Of course that is what the
Senator has a tariff for, is it not? That is what we have been
arguing, that he is burdening the industries of the country
with all these high duties. I am very glad to know that the
Senator is a convert.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Of course it is the policy of the
party to put a duty on any foreign manufactured product which
can be produced and manufactured in this country, but as I said
to the Senator, and I fairly stated the position of the committee,
the committee were of the opinion, with all the information be-
fore them, that there was not a sufficient supply or sufficient
quantity or quality of manganese in this country, and, therefore,
the duty would not have the effect of increasing the domestic

supply.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Sen-
ator from New Jersey if he feels that the Finance Committee
made as thorough an investigation of the supply of manganese in
this country as the Ways and Means Committee of the House,
which appointed a $pecial committee to investigate the matter,
and whieh, after spending something like four months in making
a special investigation, recommended a duty of 1 cent a pound?

I want to say to the Senator from New Jersey that we do not
think in the West that we have started to develop that wonderful
couniry ont there. One of the most marvelous developments has
taken place there that the country has ever seen., I want to
say to the Senator that we have placed a duty on steel that
protects steel clear to San Francisco against Belgium, and yet
we will hear arguments upon the floor of the Senate to the effect
that there must be a dead line drawn so far as the Wesi is con-
cerned ; that they can not come any farther than Chicago with
that great product. If we develop the West it will make a mar-
ket for manufactured produects.

I beg the pardon of the Senator from Montana for taking his
time——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am very glad to yield to the Sena-
tor from Idaho.

Mr. GOODING. All this talk about a dead line, so far as the
West is concerned, and then permitting a duty on everything
that earries it out to the Pacific coast, is hardly fair to the great
West. If that part of the countiry is to be developed to its full-
est greatness, we must be given an opportunity to furnish our
products to the country. If we can be given that duty and can
develop manganese in the West, it will mean something like
$10,000,000 in freight rates to the railroads alone. It will give
us a chance to live out there, and we shall not have to pay the
exorbitant prices we are paying now, which are much more than
any product can bear to be carried to market.

If the principle of protection is right, it is right all the way
round; and if it is wrong, it is wrong all the way round. We
might just as well meet it in that light and in the spirit of fair-
ness. I beg the pardon of the Senator from Montana for having
taken so much of his time.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Mr. President, T think myself ex-
ceedingly unfortunate that I have been unable to make a more
favorable impression upon the mind of the Senator from New
Jersey, who I thought was going to consider the matter in an
open-minded way, and yet he proceeds to tell the Senate, not-
withstanding all that has been represented here, that the United
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States has mever succeeded in producing more tham 300,000
tons of manganese in any one year. I have put into the Ilecorp
fizures showing that in the year 1918 there were produced in
this country of ores containing more than 85 per cent of
manganese 505,869 tons. The Senator from New Jersey seems
to be disposed to disregard and to throw into the dump any ores
that do not contain more than 85 per cent manganese. The
same figures—and they are from the Geological Survey report
for 1921—disclose that in addition to the 805,869 tons of high-
grade manganese we produced 916,163 tons of manganese ores
containing from 10 to 85 per cent; and that we produced, in
addition to that, 252,615 tons of oreg containing from 5 to 10
per cent, an aggregate of 1,474,647 tons, as against 300,000 tons,
as the Senator from New Jersey understands.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator from Montana knows
that T wish to be accurate. I was quoting from the Summary
of Tariffi Information, which relates to the ferromanganese
ore which is proposed to be protected under the amendment of
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. NicHoLsOR].

Mr. WALSH of Montana., The Senator is evading the ques-
tion. All manganese ores are put on the free list, and all man-
ganese ores to which reference has been made here are used in
the production of ferromanganese, whether they are high grade
or low grade. If they are low grade they have got to be con-
centrated, that is all. So far as the manganese is conecerned,
the content is exactly the same whether it is high or low. Mr,
President, that is all I eare to say about the Montana supply
of manganese.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator
from Montana one other question. Has the Senator figured out
the ad valorem equivalent of 1 cent a pound on this commodity ?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not. As I have stated, I
am not concerning myself with the specific rate of duty; I am
protesting against putting this commodity upon the free list
upon the contention that it is not an industry that is worthy
of development because of the inconsequential supply and the
inferior character of the ore,

Now, Mr. President, I promised the Senate that T would
refer—and I intended to refer—to the magnificent supply of
ores which the State of Minnesota commands. I would leave
that for the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Kxrroca],
who is interested in this subject, but I do not see him in the
Chamber at this time. In view of his absence, I am going to
eall attention to those deposits. They were told about before
the Committee on Finance by Mr. Crosby, of Duluth, of that
State, as follows:

Mr. Crospy. In order to get myself properly before the committee, 1
will state that 1 am a discoverer and explorer of miperals on the Min-
nesota, Michigan, and Wisconsin ranges and elsewhere. By exploring
is meant the proving of tomnages and grades to determine its mer-
chantability, by the use of power-driven c¢hurn and diamond drills. 1
have had an experienee of over a guarter of a century and am one of
the pioneers of the Mesabi and una Ranges. The Mesabi is an
fron-ore bearing range; the Cu ange iz known as an iron range,
but a considerable portion of the ore from this district carries manga-
nese and has been of considerable economie importance for its manga-
nese content in steel making.

Hince the discovery of the Cuyuna iron and manganese range there
has been about 2,800 holes drilled, differing in depth from 60 to 1,000
feet. Of those 2,800 holes 1 have personally drilled 700. I have
drilled something like 20 properties. Eight og’ those properties have

become producers of manganese-bearing ore and helped to ish the
manganese that was used in the steel manufacture during the war

T .
Durin% the year 1918 there were 860,000 tons of this material
shipped from the Cuyuna Range—

There were 860,000 tons of it!—

to the steel industry in this conntry and used in the manufacture of
gteel ; and, in addition to that, there were 305,000 tons of what we call

high-grade manganese ore rmm.ing 40 per cent or better. This higher
El'ade of manganese came from different localities, more e Hy from
utte and Phillipsburg, Mont., and from Virginia and Arkansas. The

balance of the tonnage was distributed over & large area, and about 80
Btates were represented,

1t has been stated by witnesses here—and 1 simply am amazed
at the statements they have made—that there are no reserve tonnages
of manganese ore in this country. As a matter of fact, we will Emve
to youn in a brief that will be presented by Mr. Charles W. Potts,
based upon Government reports and ts of producers of this mate-
rial, who have made explorations of ir deé)osits and measured the
tonnages and the grades, ete., that there are 36,000,000 tons of ferrugi-
nous manganese ore In reserve: that there are over 20,000,000 tons of
high-grade manganese ore that runs over 40 per cent ready to be mined
and shipped to the steel manufacturers,

Mr, Crosby continues:

I do not believe it is necessary for me to dwell n where the man-

nese that bas been used ur to 1814 came from, use you are all
amiliar with that. Bnt I wil] state that most of it came from Brazil
the Caucasns, and India. Tt is true that this ore has been the chief
source of supply that steel makers have used generally in the manufae-
ture of steel. 1t comes, perhaps, in larger deposits. owever, the grade
is nu higher than our best domestic ores.

The domestic ore producers rose to the emergency during the war
af'ﬁd ﬂl;ll‘d :!idnmand that would bave been quite hnpoasibﬁ to have

lod otherwise, v

I personally spent, in trying to produce for war purposes, §1,450,000
in the development of mines in Minnesota, and I wish to state that this
money will be almost a total loss to me unless the producers of manga-
nese ore in this country are protected.

I have read the report of the Tarif Commission on the subject of
manganese-ore reserves and know.the tonnages of manganese-bearing
ores and the grades that have been accredited to this range by the
United Btates Geological Survey, series 121. Based on the E?mwledze
I have of the Cuyuna Range, znfne& through years of experience, these
estimates do not fully represent either the actual tonnages or the
proper classification of grades of this district.

Amrding to the reports issued by the Geologieal Survey, there are
only 13,828,000 tons of wmb&aﬂng ore, containing 5 to 35
per cemt manganese, in the fet. No figures are given for any addi-
tional reserve in prospect, This rt mﬂmgﬂ minimizes the impor-
tance of_ manganese-bearing ores of Cuyuna Range, for the following

TeAsOns : y

That the actual tonnage 1a greater than clalmed. There were 24 mines

on the Coyuna Range that were producing or preparing to produce

aring ore in 1918. I ean-name two out of 5 group that
contain more ore than the Geological Burvey says exists in the whole
district. The SBagamore contains 11,000,000 tons ; the Ida May, 4,000,000,
The proved tonnage of Cuyuna Range is 36,000,000 toms. This con-
stitutes the actual tonnage of ma ring ores included im the
classification of farnangl.unu manganese ores and manganiferous Lron
ores confaining 5 to per cent manganese, of which the balance of the
mineral constituent Is iron ore.

A fact generally overlooked by the Geological Burvey and the Burean
of Mines, that is to say, they take it into consideration, but when they
present their totals of reserves they do not mentlom it, {s that 5 per
cent manganese ere, if it were contained with rock, would be of Iittle
avall as a mineral, but 18 gnite valuable if it is contained with irom ore,
For Instance, where manganese ore in the Cn a Range has § per cent
manganese it has a constifuent mineral which contains 50 to 063 per
cent iron ore, Therefore, it becomes commereial in that way, and it is
used in making high manganese pig.

And of course one can readily understand that when manga-
nese is found in association with iron ore it is very much more
valuable and is commercial, even though the manganese con-
tent is very low.

The Government report minimizes the impertance of the ores of the
Cuyuna Range b‘{ ignoring the %rcbable ore. There is an_additional
tonnage of probable ore not eapable of definite calculation, but of cer-
tain existence, which would undoubtedly increase the reserve tonnages
to approximately 50,000,000 tons.

That will be sufficient, Mr. President, to show the possibilities
of Minnesota as a producer of magnesite ore.

Mr. SMITH. From what page has the Senator heen reading?

Mr. WALSH of Montana., I have been reading from pages
1669, 1670, and 1671 of the hearings before the Senate Com-
mittee on Finance.

Mr. President, this bill can not be defended on the principle
upon which it is asserted it is framed if this important com-
modity, this infant industry, is not treated with the same con-
gideration that is given to many items of much less importance
in the bill.

Mr. President, I desire my position with respect to the matter
to be definitely understood. 1 believe that it is unwise to
burden the industries of this country at this time and to increase
the high cost of living by the imposition of the extraordinary
duties which are provided for in the pending bill, and unless
it undergoes modification, which I do not at all antieipate. I
can not and will not give it my vote; indeed, as T have hereto-
fore stated, I believe that it will work disaster to our country
not only by reason of the fact that it will increase the cost of
living—and that is the purpose of it—but because it will limit
to a large extent our expert trade, which is the life and sub-
stance of the great agricultural industry of this country, and
much of the mineral industry as well. I have spoken hereto-
fore about the two great products of my State—wheat and cop-
per. The industries engaged in producing those commodities
can not thrive unless Europe is given an opportunity to sell
her products liberally in this country, so that they may have
the means by which they can buy these great products of ours.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, the proposed duty on ferro-
manganese and manganese ore is illustrative of the utter lack
of any system underlying this bill. Of course, if, as contended hy
the Senator from Idahe [Mr. GooniNg], protection is a blessed
and beneficent thing, a kind of bonus derived from legislation,
which makes nobody poor but makes everybody rich, in that
event it would be a matter of small importance whether the
duty were 1 cent a pound or §1 a pound upon ferromanganese
or manganese ore, or anything else, because the importer would
pay it and the domestic consumer would get the benefit of It.
From a Democratic standpoint, however, Mr. President, as I
see it, this duty is peculiarly indefensible.

It has been stated here—and it is true, in a measure—that the
largest consumer of manganese ore and of ferromanganese is
the United States Steel Corporation, and necessarily so. I
hold no brief, as everybody knows, for the Steel Corporation.
We, however, should not be biased by any misdeeds of a single
corporation engaged in an industry to the point that we are
willing to injure the industry. There is a vast difference be-
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tween the United States Steel Corporation and the steel
industry.

1 know of no single industry more peculiarly indigemous to
this soil than the production and the fabrication of iron and
steel. The time is fast approaching when we shall consume the
bulk of our agricultural products, when we shall make our wheat
into bread, when we shall make our hides into leather, just as
we now more than weave all our wool into cloth. I can see the
day when few bales of cotton will leave this coast. We have
7,000,000,000,000 tons of coal—twice as much as all the rest of
the world possesses—mined at infinitely less cost than it can
be produced anywhere else in the world. That coal can be
converted into coke at a less cost and that coke and limestone
and ore can be assembled at less cost than anywhere else in the
world.

We have brought fo perfection the most costly and the most
ponderous machinery for the fabrication of iron and steel.
We can to-day make rails, structural shapes, beams, bars, gird-
ers, tin plate, and an infinite number of agricultural imple-
ments and machinery; we can build bridges, we can construct
locomotive engines, we can weave wire cables cheaper than any
other country in the world. The day is not far distant, under a
wise and broad and liberal statesmanship, if this industry is
given an opportunity—not fostered, not coddled, not subsidized,
but unshackled—when our ships shall carry steel fabrications to
every port in the world, and, returning, take your copper, your
wheat, and a thousand and one other things.

Iron, not gold, not silver, is to be the commodity that we are
ta trade for the things we need all over the world; and of all
the foolish and silly things, the most foolish and silly is this
practice here, this fetish, of protection. It is not a belief in it;
it is a superstition. It has ceased to be rational. You have
abandoned the old idea of equalizing the cost of production;
you have abandoned the old idea of infant industries, and you
have slathered this thing all over everything and everybody—

agriculture, horticulture, dairying, mining, manufactures,
everything.
Everybody must make everybody else rich. It would be

absurd if it were not tragic; and it is an economic crime to
weight and burden this great industry with petty duties on
manganese, on the constituent elements of fire brick, on man-
ganese ores; on this, that, or the other element that goes into
the fabrication of steel.

The sane, the rational, the demoeratic thing, is to give these
great masters of the steel business, the steel kings of the
world—by nature and by the beneficence of God they are the
masters of this industry in all the world—give them a chance,
unshackle them, let them secure their raw materials, let them
fahricate their various articles for the commerce of the world
at as low cost as they fairly can, and then take from them
every dime of protection on the finished product, and the only
thing that Kurope will ever ship here will be a darning-
needle, a pocketknife, or a razor.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr, President, just a word.

During the past year I have had a great many letters bearing
upon this subject. "I have quite a portion of my correspondence
here. I do not intend to take the time of the Senate to discuss
this matter at length. Many of these letters have been from
the independent steel mills of the country. All of them are
opposed to it. The substance of these letters is to the effect
that if this duty prevails it will add 25 cents a ton to the cost
of steel, and one of these writers estimates that the total cost
to the steel industry of the country would be not less than
£10,000,000, and this to protect an industry engaged in the pro-
duction of low-grade ore for the most part. Without any
definite promise as to what is going to happen, it is said that
there are millions and millions and millions of tons. If that
fact is so well known, and it is of a grade of ore which can be
profitably mined and reduced, I do not understand the need of
this tremendously high tariff duty.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question?

Mr. POMERENE., Yes,

Mr. NICHOLSON. The Senator made the statement that this
duty would add 25 cents a ton to the cost of steel. It takes
only 16 pounds of manganese to make a ton of steel. We are
looking for a duty of a cent a pound. As only 16 pounds of
manganese is used to produce a ton of steel, where does the
Senator get his 25 cents?

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I am not a steel man, but T
am quoting the figures as given to me by the best steel men in
the country.

Mr. NICHOLSON. I apprehend that that is true; they are
good steel men; but I state to the Senator that only 16 pounds

of manganese is needed to produce a ton of steel, and the added
cost, at a cent a pound, would not exceed 16 cents.

Mr. POMHERENE. The difference between the Senator’s
statement and my own is only nine pounds, or about one-third
of the total, as I claim it.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I think I can explain the
tdhii'femm:t': between the statements of the two Senators. It is

is:

A duty is paid upon the manganese content, but in extracting
and smelting it is never possible to get all of the manganese
content out of the ore. Therefore, there is a sufficient amount
of loss, so that I think you can add somewhat to the 16 cents
and bring it up to 20 or 25 cents.

Mr. POMERENE. That is probably the explanation, and I
am obliged to the Senator for it.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an
interruption just at that point?

Mr. POMERENE. Yes.

Mr, STANLEY. The Senator knows more about the details
of this business than I do; but, as I understand, the Senator
from Montana stated that there are thirty or forty million tons
of manganese-bearing ore in the Cuyuna Range, just as there
are hundreds of millions of tons of self-fluxing ores—that is, ores
containing limestone—in Alabama. As I understand—I may be
wrong—this ore containing manganese is just like any other
iron ore, except that in smelting that ore it is not necessary to
purchase and mix ferromanganese with it, as you would do in
the case of other ores. That ore, therefore, would only be the
more valuable en account of the manganese content, and would
certainly need no duty to develop it.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I find on looking at this
correspondence—I have not turned to the statutes to verify the
statement—one of these writers tells me that the McKinley
tariff on managanese ore was $6.72; under the Dingley tariff it
was $4; and under the pending bill it would be $20 per ton.
Why, after hearing some of the speeches which were made here
I searcely know what to think of William McKinley.

I lived in his district. I heard a great many of his speeches
upon the tariff question. I was led to believe that he was a
protectionist of protectionists. I am constrained to Dbelieve,
however, that if the majority members of the #Finance Commit-
tee are Republicans to-day, then William MecKinley was a free-
trade Democrat.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the Senator will
remember that President McKinley, in one of the last speeches
that he made, intimated that the time had come when high
duties ought not any longer to prevail.

Mr. POMERENE. Yes.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course our friends have long
since passed the protection point of McKinley.

Mr. POMERENE. Yes, Mr. President. I want to correct
the Senator to this extent: He says that was one of President
McKinley's last statements. That statement was made in his
last speech at Buffalo, just before the assassin’s bullet struck
him low; and then it was, and I think I guote his exact lan-
guage, that he said:

We can not expect always to sell and never to buy from foreign
countries,

To-day we have listened to a wonderfully eloquent address
by the brilliant Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watsox], in which
he quoted from Demoecrats who said that we could not expect
always to sell and never to buy. I wondered why he did not
quote the words of McKinley in the Buffalo speech, which were
substantially the same words that were used by some of these
distinguished Democrats from whom the Senator from In-
diana quoted.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, will the Senator tell me
whether, in the language that was used by President McKinley,
he meant to say that we must always buy from the same coun-
try to which we gell?

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, no, Mr. President ; and there was noth-
ing in what I said that would indicate that I was trying to
represent MeKinley as so stating.

Mr. McOCUMBER. No; the reazson why I asked the Senator
was because the argument to-day seemed to be along the line
that we must always sell to the country from which we buy.

Mr. POMERENHE. Oh, I did not make any such statement as
that. McKinley, whatever his earlier views may have heen,
when he became President and when he died had a mental vision
as broad and as comprehensive as the country itself, I am afraid
that some of our friends who have been discussing this tariff
bill can see nothing at all except the interests of the very few
who are specially interested in tariff rates, and perhaps some of
them specially interested themselves in having particular rates
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adopted ; and some of them have advoeated rates here under cir-
cumstances that are no credit to the Senators themselves.

Mr, President, I have here a letter which bears upen the sub-
ject of the duty upon this ore, which I would like to have in-
serted in the Recorp without reading.

There being no ebjection, the letter was ordered to be printed
in the Rxcorp, as follows:

CHAIRMAN WAYS AND Mpans COMMITTEB,
House of Representatives, Weashington, D. C.

Dgrar 81 : In conneetion with the proposed tarlff
to be placed on record as opposing any increase in the tariff on ferre-
manganese, ferrosilicon, ferrovanadium, ferro ten, or ferrochro-
mium, or #ny increase in the tariff on the ores from which these ferro-
alloys are produced. We particularly protest against any
the duty on ferromanganese.
t'r]hls s & matter of vital interest to us as independent producers of
steol.

The selling price of fBrromanganese, covering a period of 10 years
before the war, averaged about $47.50. It has recently been ¥roposed
that the duty on ferromanganesSe be increased by the sum of $44.80
per ton—nearly a 100 per cent increase.

Under the tariff act of 1897 ferromanganese was assessed $4 per ton,
and under the act of 1900 it was assessed $2.50 per ton. As a revenue
producer we would not object to a duty not exceeding the tariff act ef
1887—that is, $4 per ton—but even in that event the American manu-
facturers of ferromanganese sheuld be com to show sworn
statements if thelr cost of production iz greater than the for cost,
after making due allowance for the ocean freight and other charges on
the foreign product.

Ferromanganese is produced in a blast furnace, and these blast fur-
naces when not operating on ferromanganese can be utilized for the
production of pig iron.

The surplus foreign dproducts of ferromanganese, barred from the
Ameriean market, would be sold in Europe at low ﬁgures. thus giving
to the Euro steel mapufacturers a distinct advantage in costs,
thereby placing the American steel manufacturers at a disadvantage in
the markets of the world where we all hope to sell our surplus products,

Please note that the United States Steel Corporation and a few of
the largest steel producers Froduce their own ferromanganese. This
puts the smaller independent steel companies to a great disadvantage
as compared with the United States Steel Corporation.

The three or four ferromanganese producers in the Unilted Btates
are seeking a monopoly of the trade under a tariff which would elimi-
nate all competition, Every one of the more than 400 active steel
works in the United States wonld be affected. The entire steel in-
dustry would be heavily taxed for the benefit of three or four interests,
disl“errtomn,gmse, in any event, must be made from ore bought from

tant parts,

Government records will show that the average selling price of ferro-
manganese in this eonntry during the od from 1908 te 1914, in-
clusive, was only abont $47 per ten. herefore, the protection which
is prggosed of $44.80 per ton would be a severe penalty to inflict on the
United States consumers of ferromanganese,

A tariff of $4 per tonm, or 10 per cent, should easily cover all dif-
ferences in cost.

These selfish ferromanganese manufacturers are asking for a 100

r cent tariff duty and at the same time asking that manganese ere

continued on the free list.

Please further note that the recerds show that in the four Fears
from 1915 to 1918 practically all of the imported ferromanganese was
delivered to consumers at an average price of $118.18, plus about $4
per ton freight, while in the same the average quotation for
American ferromanganese was $202.838.

‘We object to the proposed rate on the following greunds:

1. That it is excessive and prohibitive and ore would mnot
produce a cent of revenue ; that it would allow a small group of Ameri-
can makers to monopolize this market and pocket the ence due
to this high tariff.

2. Ferromanganese is produced in an ordinary blast furnace, which
may be utilized for the production of tpig iron when net operating on
ferromanganese, Therefore it can not be stated with any degree of
truthfulness that this rate is needed to protect an industry, as the
manufacture of ferromanganese is not in the true sense of the word
an industry. Therefore they are not entitled to a high rate of duty.

As a means of revenue we would recommend a rate of mot exceeding
$4 per ton, and this amount, added to the Rresent ocean freight of
about $4 per ton, would actually give to the American ferromanganese
manufacturer a protection of about $8 per ton, whieh, in our opinion
is more than the difference between the actual cost of production of
the average American and Epglish ferromanganese furnaces.

Respectfully submitted.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, before voting unpon this
subject, I think it fair for me to state, on behalf of the commit-
tee, the thoughts which governed the majority of the committee
in deeciding to levy no rate against the importation of manga-
nese ore.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr, President, I would like to ask a
question of the Senator from Ohio. Did I understand the Sen-
ator from Ohio to say that if a duty of 1 cent a pound is added
it means that the tariff is $20 a fon? Is that the statement the
Senator made?

Mr. POMERENIL. That is the substance of what I said,

Mr. NICHOLSON. In order that the question may be clearly
understood, let us take ore containing 30 per cent manganese.
Under the rate asked for here the rate would be $6 a ton, not
$20 a ton. If the manganese content should be 35 per cent, it
would be $7, not $40. I submit that that is not an exorbitant
rate of duty to ask for, when you take into consideration the
rates of duty that are afforded on the manufactured products,

Mr. STANLEY. My, President, I do not wish to interrupt,
but as I understood the Senator, the duty is a cent a pound
on the manganese content.
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slation, we wish

Mr., NICHOLSON. Yes.

Mr. STANLEY. That would amount te $25 a ton on the
ore. If they should bring manganese into this country con-
taining one-half of 1 per cent, it would be practically nothing,

Mr, NICHOLSON, It would be practieally nothing.

Mr, STANLEY. They would have to impert that many
more tons of ore,

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes.

Mr. STANLEY. They would have to produce enough low-
grade ore to make it 25 cents on the ton,

Mr, McCUMBER. If the Senators will kindly allow me, T
will restate the reasons which actunated the majority of the
committee in deciding that this is not an opportune time to
levy a duty on manganese ore.

First let it be remembered that all were agreed upon one
proposition—that less than 1 cent per pound protection would
be of no use whatever to the producers of manganese ore. The
Junior Senator from Ohio [Mr, Wrntas] indicated to-day that
he might be in faver of a reasonable tariff upon the ore, but
I think all agreed that if we were going to have protection at
all it could not be less than 1 ecent per pound upon the man-
ganese confent. 8o that had to be taken into consideration.
The manganese content of the ore which is imported averages
about 1 cent a pound. That means that the duty of 1 cent
would be 100 per cent ad valorem.

The next matter which was taken into consideration by the
committee was the fact that a majority of the majority believed
that there was not a sufficient amount of manganese ore that
could be worked profitably to last more than three or four'or
five or six years; no matter whether you say it is a couple
of years or three years or five years, it was estimated that it
was of very short duration. I am not passing judgment upen
whether the members of the committee who took that view
were right or wrong. I simply say that they were supported
by the Tariff Commission and also by the Geological Survey,
all holding that there is not a sufficient amount in the United
States to last more than a few years. Nor do I pass judgment
upon whether their survey was full and adequate or otherwise,
I am simply saying that the majority of the committee were
led to believe that that was the fact.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dalkota yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr., WALSH of Montana. The first reason the Senator
gave as a reason actnating the committee was that a rate of
1 cent a pound on the manganese content would be equivalent:
te a 100 per cent ad valorem rate. What was the limit fixed
by the committee?

Mr, McCUMBER. I stated, first, that anything less than 1,
cent a pound was not sufficient protection, if we were going to
have protection; that if we were going to have protection at
all it would be necessary to have at least 1 ecent per pound.
I stated in addition to that—and that is my information—that
the rate on the ore as imported amounts te putting 1 cent per
pound on the manganese content; therefore, that 1 cent per
pound was equivalent, of course, to 100 per cent duty. That is
my information from the experts.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is just the point. The
committee would not go above 100 per cent ad valorem upon*
this particular commodity.

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope the Senator will not say that, be-
cause I did not say anything of the kind. I am simply stating
some of the things the committee considered.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I understand perfectly well that
the committee found that a rate of 100 per cent ad valorem
would not be a protective rate, and accordingly that was the
consideration which induced them to drop the idea of fixing
a protective rate. What I want to knew from the Senater, Did
the commiittee have some limit of ad  valorem rates above
which it would not go?

Mr. McCUMBER. XNo, Mr. President, it did not consider
at all either how high it would go or how high it would not
go. There are a number of items in the bill the rates on which
are very much above 100 per cent.

That was not the governing mafter, but I thought it was
worth considering by the Senate; that is, that it might take
into consideration whether, with the 100 per cent that was
necessary, taking into further consideration the fact, or at least

that which was believed to be the fact, that the supply could

not last more than a few years, they were justified in placing
either so high a duty or any duty that would be necessary.
The next thing that was taken into consideration was the
question of the preservation of the present supply. Assuming,
of course, that there was only sufficient to last for a few
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years, remembering how the price soared to the very skies
when war came on, there was a feeling on the part of many
that it would be better to retain the supply which seemed to be
in sight to meet any emergency. I am not giving my view or
giving the view eof any particular Senator, but simply trying, in
a straightforward way, to indicate to the Senate the thoughts
which came to the minds of the majority of the committee,

It must be remembered, as indicated, that prior to 1914 we
produced in this country only 4,000 tons. In 1918, with a con-
tent running as high as $450 a ton, we could use any kind of
ore, of course, to profit, and we produced 305,000 tons in 1918.
That was more than half of what was necessary to supply the
American market, I think.

The American ore, according to the report of the Tariff Com-
mission, averages from 35 to 45 per cent manganese content.
The foreign averages from 43 per cent to 55 per cent manga-
nese content, and I am informed that if it is less than 50 per
cent manganese content, it comes in at a very much reduced
rate, ewing to the fact that it costs much more to extract the
manganese content,

I do not know whether we have enough to supply the country
for a good many years or whether we have not. I do not know
whether the reports are correct which are given us by the Tariff
Commission and by the Geological Survey, but I am simply pre-
senting the facts upon which the majority of the committee
acted, and it is for the Senate to decide whether or not, with
those facts in view, and with what evidence they have since
received from those Senators who are speaking as experts upon
this subject, they feel that tlley are justified in taking this
matter off of the free list and disagreeing with the committee
amendment,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the committee.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. May the amendment be stated by
the Secretary, Mr. President?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think we had better have a gquorum

before we have a vote on this question. I suggest the absence |

of a quornm.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Seeretary will call the roll.
The Assistant Secretary called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Frelinghuysen Lenroot Shortridge
Ball Gooding McCumber Bmith
Brandagee Hale McKinley Smoot
Broussard. Harris McLean Spencer
Bursum Harrison MeNary Stanley
Cameron Heflin Myers Townsend
Capper Johnson Nicholson Underwood
Coﬁ Jones, Wash, Oddie Walsh, Mass.
Cummins Kello Pepper Walsh, Mont.
Curtis Kendrick Poindexter Warren

Dial - Keyes Pomerene Watson, Ind.
du Pont King Ransdell Willis

Edge Ladd Rawson

France La Follette Sheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-four Senators have answered
to their names. A guorum is present. The question is on the
adoption of the committee amendment, which will be stated.

The, ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 48, paragraph 302, the
committee proposes to strike out “ manganese ore or concen-
trates containing in excess of 30 per cent of metallic manganese,
1 cent per pound on the metallic manganese contained therein;
molybdenum * and insert in lieu thereof * Molybdenum,” so as
to read:

Molybdenum ore or concentrates, 75 cents per pound on the metallic
molybdenum contained therein.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, I ask that the Senate dis-
agree to the amendment of the committee, and I ask for the
yeas and nays on the question.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I inquire whether the amendment
to be voted upon should not be considered as being concluded
with the word “ therein,” at the end of line 22, instead of in-
cluding the two succeeding words?

Mr., McCUMBER. Of course, one provision is to strike out
and the other provision is to place the product on the free list.
The one would have to follow the other, and I assume the Sena-
tor has the right to ask for a division, there being practically
two amendments.

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the chairman of the committee
that there ought to be two votes. The amendment ought to be
divided, because there are two entirely different subjeets. One
is molybdenum ore and the other is manganese ore. The first
amendment down to the word * therein ™ ought to be disagreed
to or agreed to. "

Mr. McCUMBER. The first amendment would be to strike
out lines 20, 21, and 22, ending with the word * therein,*

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask unanimous censent that the
question be divided and that the Senate first vote upen that part
of the amendment concluding with the word * therein,”

Mr. SMOOT. Or that part which pertains to manganese ore?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly, that which pertains ex-
clusively to ese ore.

Mr, McCUMBER. That is satisfactory to me.

Mr, NICHOLSON. Mr, President, I want to understand the
question clearly. Agreeing te the committee amendment means
the placing of manganese ore on the free list, does it not?

Mr. SMOOT. That is right.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It does not affect the situation at
all, only that by reason of the construction of the sentence
molybdenum is combined with manganese, and the purpose of
my suggestion is to exclude that part of the amendment which
refers not to manganese but to molybdenum, leaving the lan-
guage we are voting on that which refers to manganese alone.

Mr. McCUMBER. That is perfectly satisfactory.

My, NICHOLSON. I wish to have a statement from the
Chair if it is not a fact that by voting for the committee amend-
ment we vote to place manganese upon the free list.

ChThe VICE PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the
air,

Mr. NICHOLSON. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr, President, a parliamentary inguiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state the inquiry.

Mr. POINDEXTER. What has been done with regard to the
request of the Senator from Montana to divide the question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection It is so ordered,
and the Secretary will state the first part of the amendment.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The first part of the amendment
is on page 48, in paragraph 302, to strike out the words * man-
ganese ore or concentrates containing in excess of 30 per cent
of metallic manganese, 1 cent per pound on the metallic man-
ganese contained therein.”

Mr. POINDEXTER. So this part of the amendment does not
involve molybdenum in any way, but restricts it entirely to man-
ganese ore,

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the
Chair. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Assistant Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BALL (when his name was called). I transfer my gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]
to the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Hargerp] and vote
“ nay.l!

Mr. COLT (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TrRamMmELL] te the
;uenlor Senator from New York [Mr. Wapsworra] and wvote

Mr. EDGE (when his name was called). Transferring my
pair with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, Owex] to
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Ezgins], I vote “ yea.”

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair
with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHmELDS] to the
junior Senator from New York [Mr. Carper] and vote *“ yea.”

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). On this question
I have a pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Nor-
eeck]. In his absence I withhold my vote,

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called)., On this vote
1 am paired with the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boranu].
I understand that if present he would vote “ may.” If I were at
liberty to vote, 1 would vote “yea.” I ask to be noted as
“ present.”

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called). The
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] is necessarily absent.
I have agreed to take care of him with a pair for the day. How-
ever, I find that I ean transfer that pair to the junior Senator
from Oregon [Mr. StaxFiELp], which I do, and vote * nay.”

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCormick]
to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. PiTTMAN] and vote
i ﬂﬂy."

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STeErRLING]. In
his absence I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from
Georgia [Mr. WarsoN] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. STANLEY (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Erxnsrt] to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Cureerson] and
vote * yea.”

Mr. gUTHERLAND {when his name was called). I transfer
my pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsox]
to the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Pace] and vete
- "

Mr, UNDERWOOD (when his name was called). T transfer
my pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr,
Lonee] to the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Geery]
and vote “ yea.,”
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. Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr,
OveraAx] to the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WEeLLER]
and vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. KELLOGG (after having voted in the negative). I
transfer my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
Simmoxns] to the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]
and let my vote stand.

Mr. DIAL (after having voted in the affirmative). I have a
pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pareps]. I transfer
that pair to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrorcock] and
allow my vote to stand.

Mr, CURTIS, I wish to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Vermont [Mr, DitLiveHAM] with the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass];

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. New] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR] ; and

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. WarsoN] with the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr, WILLIAMS].

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 35, as follows:
YEAS—19,
Brandegee Frelinghuysen Pepper Butherland
Colt Hale Pomerene Underwood
Curtis King Smith Walsh, Mass,
Dial MeCumber Smoot Willis
Edge McLean Stanley
NAYS—35.
Ashurst France Ladd Ransdell
Ball Gooding La Follette Rawson
Broussard Heflin Lenroot Sheppard
Bursum Johnson McKinley Shortridge
Cameron Jones, N. Mex. MeNary Spencer
Capper Jones, Wash, Myers Townsend
Caraway Kellogiz Nicholson Walsh, Mont,
Cummins Kendrick Oddie Warren
du Pont Keyes Poindexter
NOT VOTING—42.

Borah Harreld Norbeck Stanfield
Calder Harris Norris Sterling
Crow Harrison Overman <wanson
Culberson Hitcheock Owen Trammell
Pillingham Lodge ge Wadsworth
Flkins MeCormick Phipps Watson, Ga,
Ernst McKellar Pittman Watson, Ind
Fernald Moses Reed Weller
Fletcher Nelson Robinson Williams
Gerry New Bhields
Glass Newberry Simmons

So the committee amendment was rejected,

Mr. McCUMBER. The action just taken necessitates a dis-
agreement to the amendment on line 23, and I ask that that
amendment may be disagreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Epge in the chair). The
question is upon agreeing to the amendment indicated by the
Senator from North Dakota.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I have not carefully made
the estimate of what the duty on ferromanganese should be, but
I think we should disagree to the amendment on lines 2, 3, and
4 on page 49; and unless it is desired to make a change, I ask
that we disagree to that amendment.

order to meet the differential, the committee can report it.

Mr. KING. I should like to inquire of the Senator from
North Dakota whether the proper relation will exist, if the
course which the Senafor hasg just suggested be taken, between
the duty on manganese ore and the duty on ferromanganese, in
view of the action of the Senate a moment ago?

Mr. McCUMBER.
House rate at the beginning of paragraph 302, of 1 cent per

pound upon the metallic manganese content in the ore, that it |
would be equivalent to about 2% cents per pound on the metallic

manganese content in the ferromanganese.
Mr. KING.

figure that out and that the chairman will report back te the
Senate, T have no objection.

Mr. SMOOT. I, myself, think that the differential is a little
too high.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What was the request which the Sena-
tor from North Dakota made?

Mr. SMOOT. To disagree to the amendment, and if it is
found that 2% ecents is too high the Senator from North Da-
kota will ask to have a change made in the rate.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I sheuld like to say to the Senator
from North Dakota that if he prefers to go on to-night, of
course, I am satisfied to discuss the question, I think the rates
on the ferro-alloys are entirely too high, and I think an amend-

If we ascertain after- |
wards that it is necessary to offer some other amendment in |

I think, as we have gone back to the |

I think the Senator will find that the percentage |
is too high; but with the understanding that the experts will’

ment to change themn should be made; but a part of them
can not be reached by amendment of the Senate committee
amendment. I think it would be better to let the whole para-
\ graph go over until the ether items of the bill are finished,
when we can offer amendments to the whole paragraph,

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator’s suggestion is a good
one, especially as we have got to consider other amendments,
although I think the first amendment is about correct. In this
conntectlun I should like to put into the Recorp a brief state-
ment.

It takes 110 pounds of manganese in the ore te produce 80
pounds of manganese in ferromanganese. At 1 cent per pound
the duty en the ore sufficient to make 1 ton of ferromanganese
will amount to $24.64, whereas the duty on 80 per cent of
ferromanganese at 2} cents per pound of manganese equals
$39.42 per ton. Hence the duty is not only compensatory, but
also $14.78 on a ton of 80 per cent ferromanganese, or about
eight-tenths of a cent per pound on the manganese content in
the ferromanganese,

That, of course, may not he very clear without reading it over
carefully. However, Mr. President, I think we had better pass
over the remainder of that paragraph and try befween now and
eur meeting to-morrow to get the proper differential that should
be made with the duty on the manganese content of the ore at
1 cent per pound.

Mr. KING. In figuring the differential the Senator does not
intend, I take it, to add anything in the way of compensation for
profits?

Mr. McOUMBER.
tion?

Mr. KING. In determining the compensatory duty to be given
to ferromanganese, the Senator does not intend to add anything
by way of profit, but just a fair allowance to cover the dif-
ference?

Mr. McCUMBER. It is merely proposed to fix the proper rate
in view of the 1 cent which is given to the manganese content.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator from North Dakota made
some suggestion about taking this matter up to-morrow. If the
Senator is going te pass it over, I should much prefer to go on
with it to-uight, unless the Senator iz going to pass it over for
some time. I asked that the paragraph be passed over until we
finish the remainder of the bill, for when the consideration of
the bill is concluded I should like to offer an amendment which
will ze to the whole paragraph. We are not permitted now te
amend the whole paragraph, and I had rather make one argu-
ment than to make two or three.

Will the Senator kindly repeat his ques-

1  Mr. McCUMBER. The great difficulty is that there will be

80 many requests to have matters go over until we get to the
end of the bill that I am afraid we shall get lost.

|  Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well; then we will go on with it
| to-night.

| Mr., McCUMBER. I stated the reason why 1 thought we
| ought not to go on with if to-night. Inasmuch as we have now
| imposed a duty of 1 cent per pound on the manganese content
i of the ore, it will take some time to fizure exactly the compen-
| satory duty. It is difficult to figure it on the floor of the
Senate without sitting down with pencil and paper.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I realize that. Therefore I think it
would suit the Senator’s convenience that it should ge over,
| but to snit my convenience I do not desire that it go ever
' merely for a day or for two days. I want to compromise and
| have it go over until the end of the bill shall have been reached,

Mr. McCUMBER. I can see the Senator’s point, but let us
pass it over at least for to-night, because we can not possibly
| dispose of it to-night.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 hope the Senate will take no aection
| on the matter unless I am notified.
The PRESIDING OFFICER.

graph will be passed over.

ORDER FOR RECESS.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, 1 ask unanimous consent
that when the Senate concludes its session on this calendar day
that it take g recess until to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr., President, is it the purpose of the Sen-
ator from North Dakota to take a recess about 10 o'clock
to-night?

Mr. McOUMBER. It is my purpose to take a recess just as
soon as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA ForLLeETTE] pre-
sents a matter which he desires to bring before the Nenate.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, we desire to.have a short
executive session, I will say to the Senator from North Dakota.
| Mr, McOUMBER. I understand that.

Without objection, the para-

L
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from North Dakota, that when the Senate
concludes its session this evening it shall recess until 11 o'clock
to-morrow morning? The Chair hears none, and such order
will be entered.

MUSCLE SHOALS DEVELOPMENT.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor.
- Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. President, I ask the Senator from
Wisconsin to yield to me for a moment,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Alabama.

AMr, UNDERWOOD. I-ask mnanimous eonsent that a memo-
rial passed by the Southern Commercial Congress at its meeting
at Muscle Shoals.in May last in reference to the Muscle Shoals
be printed in the Reconp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the order will be entered.

The memorial referred to is as follows:
MEMORIAL TO THE FRESIDENT AND THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES.

Believing that the great industrial project, Muscle Shoals, should be
w0 devel a8 to secure the greatest good to the Nation, and affirming
our confidence in the ability and purpose of the
bers of Congress who bear the re:gmnslhility for the future of this great
national asset, we, the authorized delegates to the national eonference
on Muscle Bhoals, in session wnder the auspices of the Southern Com-
mercial Con at Muscle Shoals, May 22-24, 1922 hav carefully
considered the features of thiz undertaking and after in on of this
property and the serions study of the several proposals therefor, offer
the following memorial in testimony of our unanimous convictions :

Natiopal progress and nationa] existence itself depends upon the
maintenance of our soil's fertility, together with adequate provision
for our national defense.

o human endeavor in the United States affords such promise
of advancing the natiounal welfare in both of these ways as does the
uncompleted Muscle Shoals project.

To abandon and serap this project would be an economlic crime,

The real vseluiness of Muscle Shoals can be realized only by a com-
prehensive development that calls for wast capital and organizing
ability of a high order, available to but a few private citizens, and to
the Government itself.

This country has attained a foremost place in wealth and industry
not by governmental engagement in business but by the enterprise and
ability of its private citizens, among whom none commands a greater
degree of confidence based upon achievements than does Henry Ford.

The Ford proposal Is the only offer pending which Jmﬁdm—

For full development of ali of the power possibilities of the Ten-
nessee River;

For utilizing the t resources of the Tennessce Valley ;

For the adequate improvement of navigation ;

For a guaranty of cheap fertilizers on a scale which offers substan-
tial encouragement to millions of American farmers; and

For the maintenance for 100 years of the nitrate plant, assuring at
all times a domestiec supply of explosives in time of war,

Detailed congressio investigations have confirmed our view of the
situation and have disclosed the opposition as that of selfish interests,
who, disregarding the national welfare, seek to prevent that which
thgiy themselves when offered the oip rtunity declined to undertake.

he problem has been under eons tion by the people of this coun-
try for more than a year; the facts are now well known ; the jssue is
clearly defined and the time for action is at hand. ]

Thercfore we do earnestly urge upon the President and the Congress
to end the delay and suspense by early and decisive action accepting
the offer of Mr. Ford,

In pursuance of the foregoing declarations to the President and the
Congress of the United 8tates and to the American people: Be it

further
Resolved, That a legislative committee be, and is hereby, appointed

‘to present this memorial to the President and the Congress and to

use every proper effort to further the legislative pregram adopted at
this conference, and that the said commitiee shall consist of Hoke
Bmith, of Georgia ; Thomas R. Preston, of Tennessee; and Clarence J,
Owens, director %t;.nml of the Southern Commerclal Congress, Wash-
fngton, D. C., with the power and authority to increase thiz committee
in their discretion to the number of 11.

PROPOSED MERGER OF STEEL COMPANIES,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, in response to Senate
Resolution 286, passed by the Senate on the 12th of May, the
Federal Trade Commission addressed a. communication to the
Senate which was received this morning and handed down by
the Vice President. I was unable at that time to have it read
to the Senate for the reason that the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. Warsox] had the floor and declined to yield for that pur-
pose. The communication consists of four pages of typewritten
matter and will take perhaps 10 minutes to read. I ask to have
it read at this time, and that it be printed in the Recorp in
8-point type. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Wisconsin that the communication
shall be read and printed in the Recorp in 8-point type?
The Chair hears none. The Secretary will read as requested.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows;

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION,
Weashington.
To the PRESIDERT oF THE UNITED STATES SENATE,

Sme: By Resolution No. 286, agreed te bn May 12, 1922, the
Attorney General of the United States and the Federal Trade
Commission were requested to inform the Senate what steps
had been taken, or they proposed to take, to ascertain the pur-

pose and probable effects of the proposed merger of certain steel
companies therein mamed; to inform the Senate as to resulis
of any investigations whieh they may have conducted ; and what
actions they have instituted to protect the publie interest.

In so far as this resolution is directed to the Federal Trade
Commission, that commission presents the following report:

In -the early part of December, 1921, the attention of the
Federal Trade Commission was atiracted by reports and romors
of proposed and impending mergers of considerable importance
in many lines of industry. The commission thereupon, by reso-
lution, directed its proper officials to seek all possible informa-
tion with reference to these proposed mergers and to keep the
ecommission advised as to their progress. Prior to the adoption
of Senate Resolution 286, the proposed merger among the steel
companies was under observation by the commission, and it was
collecting information with reference therefo.

Up to the time of this resolution, however, none of these pro-
posed mergers had reached a sufficiently definite or concrete
stage to warrant the commission in reaching a conclusion with
reference to the legality of such proposed mergers.

Subsequent to the adoption of the resolution in question it
became apparent that the movement toward a merger in the
steel industry had taken on the form of a combination of the
Bethlehem Steel Corporation and its subsidiaries with the
Lackawanna Steel Co, and its subsidiaries on the one hand and
a like combination of the properties of the Midvale Steel &
Ordnance Co., the Republic Iron & Steel Co., and the Inland
Steel Co., these three latter companies propesing to form a
new eorporation to be known as North Ameriean Steel Co.

The Bethlehem-Lackawanna merger has advanced to a stage
where it is practieally complete except for the necessary rati-
fication by the stockholders of the two companies, and we are
informed that this remaining detail will be completed as soon
as possible.

The Federal Trade Commission had considerable information
alrendy at hand with reference to the position of the Bethle-
hem Steel Corporation and its subsidiaries and the Lackawanna
Steel Oo. and its subsidiaries in the steel indusiry and the
relation of each to each other and to competitive conditions in
the steel market generally. This information has been supple-
mented by inquiry and research with the result that the Federal
Trade Commission upon the information before it has reason
to believe, in the language of its constituent act, that the
proposed Bethlehem-Lickawanna merger when consummated
will constitute an unfair method of competition in that it con-
tains a dangerous tendency unduly to hinder competition and to
restrain trade and commerce, and that a proceeding by the
comnission in this respeet is in the public interest.

In this aspect under its constituent act it becomes the duty of
the Federal Trade Commission to issue its complaint and to
state its charges in that behalf. The Federal Trade Commis-
gion therefore issued its complaint direcied to the Bethiehem
and Lackawanna companies on Saturday, June 3, and for the
further information of the Senate attaches a copy of this com-
plaint hereto.

Of course, the issue of the complaint is merely the institution
of formal proceedings to test the legality of the proposed mer-
ger. In the ordinary course answer will be filed to this com-
plaint and testimony will be taken both on behalf of the Gov-
ernment and of the two steel companies. At the conclusion
of this testimony and after argument the commission will de-
termine the facts and apply the law thereto. And only if such
a conclusion is justified by the facts will an order to cease and
desist from the proposed merger be issued. Otherwise the com-
plaint will be dismissed. In other words, in the issue of the
complaint the Federal Trade Commission expresses no final
judgment as to the legality of the proposed merger.

If an order to cease and desist from the proposed merger is
issued, it is, of course, subject to review by the United States
¢ Circuit Court of Appeals.

THE MIDVALE-REPUBLIC-INLAND MERGER.

With reference to the proposed Midvale-Republie-Inland
merger and the formation of the North American Steel Co.,
we are advised that tentative arrangements entered into between
the executive officers of these three companies have been settled -
upon and agreed to on bebalf of the board of directors of the
companies, and tentative arrangement has been made with
Kuhn, Loeb & Co. for the financing of the proposed merger.
The actions of these three companies have not so far advanced
toward completion as to reveal the essential facts with the same
precision and comprehensiveness as in the Bethlehem-Lacka-
wanna case, and the Federal Trade Commission therefore has
not yet been able to reach a reason to believe either that the
proposed three-company merger will or will not earry the same

tendency and capacity as in the case of the Bethlehem-Lacka-
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wanna merger above referred to. The details of this plan are,

however, being carefully followed, and so soon as the commission

is in possession of sufficlent information it will make further
report to the Senate as to the second of these proposed mergers,

By the commission.

Respectfully submitted.

NeLson B, GAskiLL, Chairman.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, attached to the com-
munication addressed to the Senate, which has just been read,
is a complaint which was served on the new Bethlehem and
Lackawanna steel merger, on the 3d day of June, which was
last Saturday. The whole subject is of such interest to the
people of this country that I also ask to have the complaint
printed in the IRecorp in 8-point type, but not read at this time,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest? The Chair hears none, and the order will be made.

The complaint referred to is as follows:

United States of America, before Federal Trade Commission, in_the
matter of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation and the Lackawanna Steel
Co. Docket No. 891.

COMPLAINT,

Acting in the public interest pursuant to the provisions of
an act of Congress approved September 26, 1914, entitled “An
act to create a Federal Trade Commission, to define its powers
and duties, and for other purposes” the Federal Trade Com-
mission charges that the Bethlehem Steel Corporation and the
Lackawanna Steel Co., hereinafter referred to as respondents,
have been and are using unfair methods of competition in inter-
state commerce in violation of the provisions of section 5 of
said act, and states its charges in that respect as follows:

ParacrarH 1. Respondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation, is a
corporation organized under the laws of the State of New
Jersey. The outstanding capital stock of respondent amounts
to $104,770,000 par value. The funded debt, consisting of obli-
gations of various issues, chiefly of bonds issued by Bethleheni
Steel Corporation and bonds issued or assumed by the Bethle-
hem Steel Co. or their subsidiaries, amounts to $146,432,896.52.
It is what is commonly known as a holding corporation, owning
a controlling interest in the capital stock of a nunber of other
corporations, the organization and business of which are de-
scribed in paragraphs 2 to 11 of this complaint.

PAr. 2. The Bethlehem Steel Co. is a corporation or-
ganized under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, and owns
and operates plants for the manufacture of crude and semi-
finished and finished iron and steel products located at Bethle-
hem, Steelton, Lebanon, and Reading, Pa. The Bethlehem Steel
Co. also owns a controlling interest in the capital stock of
the Beth-Mary Steel Corporation, which ewns and operates a
plant for the manufacture of crude and semifinished steel
products at Sparrows Point, Md., said plant being operated by
the Bethlehem Steel Co. under a lease,

Par. 3. Bethlehem Steel Bridge Corporation is a cor-
poration organized under the laws of the State of Delaware,
which manufactures and sells bridge materials and structural
steel for buildings and erects bridges in various parts of the
United States.

Par., 4. Bethlehem-Cuba Iron Mines Co. is a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of West Virginia, owning
and operating iron-ore nv¥ines in Cuba and operating under
lease the mines of Juragua Iron Co., Cuba.

Par. 5. The Juragua Iron Co. is a Pennsylvania corpora-
tion owning iron-ore mines in Cuba, the same being leased
to the Bethlehem-Cuba Iron Mines Co.

Pagr. 6. Bethlehem-Chile Iron Mines Co. is a corporation
organized under the laws of Delaware, and operates under lease
the Tofo iron-ore mines located at Cruz Grande in the Province
of Coquimbo, Chile.

Par. 7. Cornwall Ore Banks Corporation is a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania. It

owns iron-ore mines in Cornwall and Lebanon townships in

Lebanon County, Pa., the said mines being operated by the
Cornwall Ore Bank Co., an unincorporated association controlled
by the Bethlehem Steel Co. -

Par, 8. The Bethlehem Iron Mines (o. is a corporation or-
ganized under the laws of the State of New York, owning ore-
mining properties in Cuba.

Par. 9. Finch Run Coal Co. is a corporation organized un-
der the laws of the State of Delaware, owning coal-mining
properties in Marion County, W. Va,

Par. 10, The Penn-Mary Coal Co. is a corporation organized
under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, owning coal-mining
properties in Pennsylvania and West Virginia.

Pag. 11, The Bethlehem Mines Corporation is a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Delaware, and own-

ing and operating limestone quarries at Bethlehem, Steelton,

Lebanon, and Hanover, Pa., and McAfee, N. J.; and operating
under lease the coal mines of Finch Run and Penn-Mary coal
¢ompanies.

PaAr. 12, Respondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation, also owns
a controlling interest in the stock of various other corporations
engaged in shipbuilding and in transportation by rail and by
water.

Par. 13. Rtespondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation, through
its stock ownership in the corporations deseribed in paragraphs
2 to 11, inclusive, of this complaint, is engaged in the business
of managing, controlling, and directing the operations and
businesses of said subsidiaries, including the sale of their prod-
ucts throughout the United States. Through its subsidiary, the
Bethlehem Steel Co., it manufactures and sells large quantities
of iron and steel commodities, including, among others, the fol-
lowing: Steel blooms, billets, slabs and sheet bars; rail joints,
splice bars, tie plates, and other rail accessories; structural
steel shapes; plates; forging ingots; steel bridges, viaducts,
buildings, and pier caissons; railroad spikes, truck bolts, and
nuts. Said respondent also manufactures and sells through its
subsidiaries other iron and steel commodities. It manufactures
and sells approximately 7 per cent of all the steel rails and
approximately 16 per cent of all the long-angle splice bars and
other rail accessories made in the United States. Its produc-
tion of steel rails amounts to approximately 10 per cent of all
such rails manufactured in that portion of the United States
which embraces the State of Ohio and the territory north ef
the Potomac River and to the east of the said State, and its
production of long-angle splice bars and other rail accessories
amounts to 22 per cent of all these commodities manufactured
in the said territory. It manufactures and sells in interstate
commerce, as described in paragraph 14 herein, a substantial
percentage of the other commodities named in this paragraph
made in the United States, and manufactures a large per-
centage of such commodities made in the State of Ohio and in
the territory nerth of the Potomac River and east of the said
State. Respondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation, and its sub-
sidiaries, and respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co, and its sub-
sidiaries, are important factors in making the market prices of
the commodities named in this paragraph sold in interstate
commerce in the New England States, New York, New Jersey,
and eastern Pennsylvania, and practically control the market
in such commodities in those States.

Par. 14. The respondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation,
through its subsidiaries, taken as a whole, is engaged in the
mining of iron ore, the mining of coal, the quarrying of lime-
stone, the production therefrom of iron and semifinished and
finished steel commodities, and is thus an integrated enterprise
owning and controlling all stages of the production of the com-
modities sold by it from the raw materials to the semifinished
and finished commodities. Said respondent and its subsidiaries
sell products and commodities made by said subsidiary cor-
porations to persons in various States of the United States, and
cause such commodities, when so sold, to be transported from
the points of production or manufacture into and through
other States to purchasers at points in States other than the
States where such products are manufactured and at points
in foreign countries and pursuant to contracts of sale thereto-
fore entered into by respondent or its subgidiaries. In the sale
of such products and commodities in interstate commerce as
herein described said respondent, of itself and through its sub-
sidiaries, is in direct competition with respondent, Lackawanna
Steel Co. and its subsidiaries, and with other individuals, part-
nerships, and corporations engaged in the manufacture and in
the sale in interstate commerce of iron and steel commodities
of the same kind and character as those sold by the Bethle-
hem Steel Corporation and its subsidiaries as set out in para-
graph 18 of this complaint.

Pag. 15. Respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co,, is a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of New York, with its
principal place of business in said State. It is both a holding
and operating company and either directly or through its sub-
gidiaries is engaged in the mining of iron ore and of coal,
quarrying eof limestone, and in the manufacture therefrom and
gale of iron and steel commodities, and is thus an integrated
enterprise owning and controlling all- stages of the production
of the commodities sold by it from the raw: materials to the
semifinished and finished commaodities. Its capital stock (all
common) issued and outstanding is $35,108,5600, and it has
bonds outstanding to the value of $21,236,000,

The respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co., manufactures, among
other things, steel blooms, billets, slabs, and sheet bars; rails,
rail Joints, splice bars, tie-plates, and other rail accesso-
ries; steel shapes; plates forging ingots, railroad spikes, track
bolts and nuts; and a number of other iron and steel com-
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modities, Tt manufactures and sells in excess of 15 per cent of
all the steel rails made in the United States, or approximately
23 per cent of all such rails manufactured in that portion of
the United States which includes the State of Ohio and the
territory north of the Potomac River and to the east of said
State. It manufactures approximately 11 per cent of all the
long-angle splice bars and other railroad accessories made in
the United States, or approximately 17 per cent of all these
commodities made in the territory above described. It owns
an interest in the ecapital stock of numerous subsidiaries, the
names, organization, and businesses of the principal of which
are set out in paragraphs 16 to 25 of this complaint, together
with the percentage of stock held or owned in each.

Par. 16. The Lackawanna Bridge Works Corporation is a cor-
poration organized and existing under the laws of the State of
New York, and is engaged in the manufacture and sale, in
interstate commerce, as described in paragraph 29, of steel
bridges and steel for the fabrication of other structures, and
in the erection in various parts of the United States of the
structures for which said materials are sold. Its entire capital
stock is owned by respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co.

Par. 17. The Sunday Lake Iron Co. is a corporation organized
and existing under the laws of the State of Michigan, operating
leased iron-mining properties. Its entire capital stock is owned
by respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co.

Par. 18. The Brotherton Iron Mining Co, is a corporation or-
ganized and existing under the laws of the State of Michigan,
operating leased iron-mining properties. Practically its entire
capital stock is owned by respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co.

PAr. 19. Witherbee, Sherman & Co. is a corporation organized
and existing under the laws of the State of New York, owning
and operating iron-mining properties, and manufacturing pig
iron. One-third of its capital stock is owned by respondent,
Lackawanna Steel Co,

Par. 20. Hobart Iron Co, is a corporation organized and exist-
ing under the laws of the State of Minnesota, operating iron-
mining properties in Minnesota. Two-thirds of its capital stock
is owned by Lackawanna Bridge Works Corporation.

Par. 21. Corsica” Iron Co. is a corporation organized and
existing under the laws of the State of Minnesota, operating
leased iron-mining properties in the State of Minnesota. Ap-
proximately two-thirds of its capital stock is owned by respond-
ent, Lackawanna Steel Co.

PaR. 22. The Varona Mining Co. is a corporation organized and
existing under the laws of the State of Michigan, operating
leased iron-mining properties in Michigan. One-half of its
capital stock is owned by respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co.

Par. 23. Odanah Iron Co. is a corporation organized and ex-
isting under the laws of the State of Wisconsin, operating leased
iron-mining properties in Wisconsin. Approximately 27 per cent
of its capital stock is owned by respondent, Lackawanna Steel
Co

Pagr. 24. Hoyt Mining Co. is a corporation organized and ex-
isting under the laws of the State of Minnesota, operating leased
iron-mining properties in Minnesota. Approximately 30 per cent
of its capital stock is owned by respondent, Lackawanna Steel
Co. :

Pag. 25. The Negaunee Mine Co. is a corporation organized
and existing under the laws of the State of Ohlo, operating
leased iron-mining properties in Michigan. One-half of its capi-
tal stock is owned by respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co.

Par. 26. The Lackawanna Coal & Coke Co, is a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Penn-
gylvania, owning and operating coal-mining properties in Penn-
sylvania. Its entire capital stock is owned by respondent,
Lackawanna Steel Co.

PaAr. 27. The Ellsworth .Collieries Co. is a corporation or-
ganized and existing under the laws of the State of ‘Penn-
sylvania, owning and operating coal-mining properties in Penn-
sylvania. Its entire capital stock Is owned by respondent, Lack-
awanna Steel Co.

Par, 28. The Lackawanna Steel Co. (of New Jersey) is a
corporation organized and existing under the laws of the
State of New Jersey and acts as selling agent of the Lacka-
wanna Steel Co. in Illinois and Missouri. Its entire capital
stock is owned by respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co.

PAR. 29. Respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co., itself or through
its subsidiaries herein described, sells the commodities made
and produced by them and named herein to persons in the
various States of the United States, and causes such produects
and commodities, when go gold, to be transported from the points
of production or manufacture into and through other States
to purchasers at points in States other than those in which
such produects or commodities are produced or manufactured,
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pursuant to contracts of sale theretofore entered into by the
said respondent or its subsidiaries, in competition with other
persons or corporations similarly engaged in the manufacture
and in the sale in interstate commerce of such commodities.

Pag. 30. Respondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation and its sub-
sidiaries on the one hand, and respondent, Lackawanna Steel
Co. and its subsidiaries on the other, were, before the doing of
the things hereinafter alleged, in competition with each other
in the manufacture and in the sale, in interstate commerce, as
set out in paragraphs 14 and 29 hereof, of the commodities
enumerated in paragraph 15 of this complaint, and were, and
are, in competition in the sale, in interstate commerce, of such
commodities with other individuals, partnerships, and corpora-
tions similarly engaged, in the production and in the sale of
such commodities in interstate commerce,

Paz, 81. That on or about April 1, 1922, respondents entered
into an agreement to combine or consolidate their respective
properties, businesses, and interests into a common enterprise,
whereby the properties, assets, and business of respondent,
Lackawanna Steel Co., as well as that of its subsidiary, the
Lackawanna Bridge Works Corporation, and the capital stocks
in the subsidiaries of the respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co.,
set out in paragraphs 16 to 28, inclusive, of this complaint, held
and owned by said respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co., all are
to be acquired by said Bethlehem Steel Corporation. Pursuant
to said agreement, respondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation, is
now acquiring or has acquired, and respondent, Lackawanna
Steel Co. is selling, conveying, assigning, or transferring, or has
sold, conveyed, assigned, and transferred to respondent, Bethle-
hem Steel Corporation, all the physical properties, business, and
assets of the respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co., and of its sub-
sidiary, the Lackawanna Bridge Works Corporation, and the
capital stocks of the subsidiary corporations of the respondent,
Lackawanna Steel Co., described in paragraphs 4 to 11, inclu-
sive, of this complaint.

Par. 32. That sald combination of the respondents, Bethlehem
Steel Corporation and Lackawanna Steel Co., by purchase of
the physical properties and stocks of various corporations
owned by the Lackawanna Steel Co., will when the transfers
herein described are consummated, control in excess of 22 per
cent of all the steel rails produced in the United States and in
excess of 831 per cent of all steel rails produced in the State of
Ohio and all territory north of the Potomac River and east of
the said State; combination will also control in excess of 26
per cent of the long-angled splice bars and other rail accesso-
ries manufactured in the United States and in excess of 39 per
cent of these commodities produced in the State of Ohio and all
territory north of the Potomiac River and east of the said State;
that said combination will control very substantial percentages
of other crude, semifinished, and finished iron and steel com-
modities made in the United States, and a substantially larger
percentage of these commodities made in the State of Ohio and
all ferritory north of the Potomac River and east of the said
State. 5

Par. 33. That said acquisition by respondent, Bethlehem Steel
Corporation, of the physical properties of the Lackawanna Steel
Co. and of the Lackawanna Bridge Co. and of the capital stock
of the subsidiary corporations of the Lackawanna Steel Co. de-
scribed in paragraphs 16 to 28, inclusive, of this complaint will
suppress and eliminate all competition which has hitherto ex-
isted between Bethlehem Steel Corporation and its subsidiaries,
or each or any of such subsidiaries, and the Lackawanna Steel
Co. gand its subsidiaries, or each or any of such subsidiaries,
The said merger or consolidation of properties, business, and
interests of the respondent, Bethlehem Steel Corporation, and
its subsidiaries, and of the Lackawanna Steel Co. and its sub-
sidiaries as set out herein, has a dangerous tendency unduly to
hinder competition in interstate commerce as herein described,
or to hinder and lessen competition unduly in interstate com-
merce, as herein deseribed, in the steel and iron commodities
named in this complaint, in certain sections and communities of
the United States, and particularly in the New England States,
New York, New Jersey, and eastern Pennsylvania.

Par. 34, That said acquisition by respondent, Bethlehem
Steel Corporation, of the physical properties of the Lackawanna
Steel Co. and of the Lackawanna Bridge Works Corporation,
and of a controlling interest in the capital stock of the subsid-
iary corporations of the Lackawanna Steel Co., as set out
herein, has a dangerous tendency unduly to restrain trade and
commerce, as described herein, among the several States in the
iron and steel commodities named in paragraphs 13, 15, and 16
of this complaint, and if and when accomplished will unduly
restrain such trade and commerce in such commodities, and con-
stitutes an attempt to monopolize and will monopolize such
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York, New Jersey, and eastern Pennsylvania.

Par. 35. The acquisition by respondent, Bethlehelm Steel Cor-
poration, of the physical properties of respondent, Lackawanna
Steel Co., and of its subsidiary, the Lackawanna Bridge Works
Corporation, and of the capital stocks of the various subsidiaries
of respondent, Lackawanna Steel Co., herein described, and the
merger of the respondent corporations in the manner described
herein with the tendencies, capacities, or effects charged in
this complaint, constitute unfair methods of competition in in-
terstate commerce within the intent and meaning of section §
of an act entitled *An act to create a Federal Trade Commis-
sion, to define its powers and duties, and for other purposes,”
approved September 26, 1914,

Wherefore, the premises considered, the Federal Trade Com-
mission, on this 8d day of June, A. D. 1922, now here issues this
its complaint against said respondents,

NOTICH.

Notice is hereby given you, Bethlehem Steel Corporation and
Lackawanna Steel Co., respondents herein that on the 24th day
of July, 1922, at 10.30 o’clock in the forenoon, is hereby fixed as
the time, and the offices of the Federal Trade Commission in the
city of Washington, D, C., as the place, when and where a hear-
ing will be had on the charges set forth in this complaint, at
which time and place you shall have the right under said act to
appear and show cause why an order should not be entered by
said commission requiring youn to cease and desist from the vio-
lation of the law charged in this complaint.

In witness whereof the Federal Trade Commission has caused
this complaint to be signed by its secretary, and its official seal
to be hereto affixed, at Washington, D. C., this 3d day of June,

922,
By the commission.
[SEAL.] J. P. Yoper, Secretary.

INTERNATIONAL MANUFACTURERS' BALES CO. OF AMERICA.

Mr. POMERENE. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a
bill and have it referred to the Committee on Claims. I also
have here a letter giving the history of this elaim, I think
Senators may be interested in it, and I ask that it be incor-
porated in the Recorp.

The bill (8. 3678) for the relief of the International Manu-
facturers' Sales Co. of America (Inc.) was read twice by its
title and referred to the Committee on Claims.

The letter was referred to the Committee on Claims and
ordered to be printed in the Recoep, as follows:

THURMAN, BULELEY & QUIGLEY,
Washington, D, ., May 29, 1922
Hon. ATLEs POMERENE

United States Hmtc, Washington, D, C.

My DEar SENATOR Poumxn In accordance with your request I

herewith submit the following in connection with the propesed bhill

for the relief of the International Manufacturers' Sales Co. of America
which you so kindly consented to introduce in the Senate.

The International Manufacturers’ Sales Co. of Ameriea was origi-
nally incorporated Im Illinois in 1910, having its office and princi u.l
B‘.lace of business in Chicago. In 1916 it was reincorporated in

rk, and at the times hereinafter mentioned had its office and prln-
cipal place of business in that city. It was organized for the purpose
of carrying on a general sales business in Russia and other European
countries. The capital stock was owned exclusively by member manu-
facturers. The company did not function as an agency for these
manufacturers but as a subsidiary sales o tion, or, in other
words, gs the t branch of these manufacturers in Europe under a
cooperative
LP::;BI' t?s plxn the profits of middlemen were eliminated and
rices quoted and goods delivered direet from the factories to the
gu;rer the ccmpany wuas thus able to reduce openﬂ.ng expenses, lessen
overhead charges, minimize advertisin uE costs, ete., and thereby en-
abled to quote to the buyers on helm ot the member manufxctu.rers
prices lower than could have been quoted through agents

After the organization of the com ny the directors elected as presi-
dent and general mumaer Mr. A ostnikoff, an American citizen
and a man of many ¥y exgerlence in the foreign ﬂeld.. where he
ropresented the Internationnl ester Co. Headquarters were then
opened in Russia and other European countries. The first years of the
operation of the company proved so successful that additional brauches
were opened in other garts of the world.

As before stated, t comp&ny was reincorporated in New York in

officers of the com-

1916, At themume\s ereinafter
were s OWS !

puf 8. Postnikoff, pmsldent E. Liggett, president United Drug

Co., Boston, Mass., first vice resident H D. Jeffrey, export manager,

Jelh'ey Mnnufacturing Co., olumbns, Ohio, mnd vice president;
Leuzarder, treasurer, chiugu Beltin Co Chicago, IlL., treasurer ;

r... N Burns, secretary, J. 1. Case Plow ke Racine, Wis., secretary :

A‘ 8, Postnikoff, general ma.uager and R . Morris, assistant secre-

?he board of directors was conwosed of the following: L. H. Tread-
way, president, Peck, Stow & Wilcox Co., Cleveland. Ohia-
Morris, Fpresident, Hart & Hegeman Manufacturing
Conn : wehnlrmnn of b:;rd. Thomas G.
ton .

Iﬁnina;on 0 7 K. Liggett, rasidant.. United Drug Co.,
bt T, Deusarder. msmr.p Chicago Belting Co.

mentioned

o. Washhurn.
’f o gpﬁﬂ.
New y%u, e B & vice president, New York Rubber Co.,

0 Internati
¢ ik s ff, president, onal Manufac-

The following is8 a ll.st of the stockholders: J. D, Ad
Alxg‘uanapoils Ind. bﬂ.a.merimn Hoist & Derrick Co., B

Valve Hann.tneh‘:r
Ameu Shovel & 'I'oo ‘E:'C = - , A:g:t:r‘hsg ﬁa.chi;e
on Co., ew ork, -3 aoria 1.

Burraustu: A&dm 5a¢&me Co., Detroit, mcm otor Cnr Co.f
Detroi . se ow orh.
Paper Colmbus Ohio : g%da,.lowa Chl-
cago Belting Co., Chi ‘m. Chlu.go Ly s
Ill. ; Diamond Chain & a.nnfnctu:tn : Du Pogx?f
Fabrikoid Co. Wllmtng'ton, h’.ﬂs 'Iron & teel Co Gleveland
Ohilo ; Hart Manufactur . € Hart & Hegmmn Man-
nf.actnrin Co., Hartt llarrul (Ine.), Lynn, Mass. j
d"—‘l‘? Manufa Columbua. Ohio. Axe Manufiicturing
Co., huleston. W n., l(‘nc g Phjlndelphin Pa.;

Y u Dm?aoi& mn;u'} turl.ng Co., e Natkual

. Mc. ae Towa ; Nationa
Rwﬂn: Co., Tonawan N. ¥Y.; New Yort Bnb r Co., New York,

Y M. A. Packard homas G. Plant Co.
; Peck Btnw & Wileox do., Chw-lsml. Ohlo; Peoria Drill
Beecier o., Peor ther Co., Milwaunkee,

Wts Quak IlL ; Baxon Motor Car Co.,
wamr:’nlfl%h' n , Pa.; i gl By e oo“'e'uo s

0.y Hne; T r Ces 'y .
Twentieth Centu Milwa Wis. ; United Co.,

Co., wankee, Drug
Boston, Mass, ; ‘Ugaon Nut Co., Cleveland, Ohio ; White Bewing Machine

Co,, Clevelnnﬂ (6} ath ot 1t
a com'pnn eArs s
,m in Rnuh. but {J:.rtm

axistence
Bolshevist lnber lost a amount of money ih that country
af 1918, approval of thu Presldm
visio plan was I‘:iy the t the
%l;pou of utend‘u:g economlc aid to the rian pulat:ln tn
Trade Board was intrusted wlth earrying out this plan an

?‘laced in control of the distribntlon of supplies licensed for export

to V| a Mr. A Heﬁd. betng appointed as chief of the
Th fa . mlge f int be shi

e gources of supply of goods to B xlr;))ed

Department of stntepa.nd ware u fnllowa Private c-nplnfl. and (2)

bureau of the

a revolving fund ol;?s I am advised, was set aside b

the President out theméa ropriated to him for the nati

security a‘z::‘;lﬁ defense. 1 may state here that this $5,000,000 was not
, 88

time in which this plan mmeﬂmonam
three or four mom the Internatiomal Manufacturers’ Sales Co.
ntherlmmtheonlyAmeriﬂncom ym?u'w:l te im it.

In order to encourage private cap to assist in t lan for the
relief of the Siberian population, the Deputment of State, through press
statements and otherwlse. urged and invited American merchants and
manufacturers to sell Siberia as a relief measure and an-
nounced that such merchants and manufacturers could obtain informa-
tion as to the method of selling goods from the Vladivostok Burean of
the War Trade Beard.

In Oectober, 1918, this plan was cabled b{l artment of State,
throngh Mr. Morris, ambassador at Japan, en in Viadivostok,
st Hem, Chief of the ‘Bnmu of the War Trade Board in

that city. It is very clear from the contents of this cable that it was the
intention of the department in l_1[.»:'1)“:1»!:[1:1; this plan to encourage vate
ugltnl to supply artir!es of necessity to the Siberlan population,

n the fall of 8 Mr. Poatnll:oﬁ was in Viadivostok on I.rustneaa con-
nected with his mmpln¥ and while there was interviewed Heid,
who explained in detail the plan for the relief of the Siberian pu%jhtion,
and asked Mr. Postnikoff to get in touch with the directors of his com-

any and urge them to arrange for the co ny to send supplies to
g!berh in compHanece with the est of puutment of State. Mr.
Heid, as an official of the United States Governmeut. mﬂ;:d that the com-
pany do this, saying that much as the pro ef was in realit
a call of our Government it was the right thing to compa with it, an
further stated that all pecessary assistance in distri n% the goods
and collecting the proceeds from the sales would be given the company
by the Government.

Mr. Postnikoff thereupon took up the matter by cable with the directors
of the company, with the result that the proposed plan was finally agreed
to. The goods—all shoes—were sent to Vladivestok in December, 1918
and Janu and February, 1919, distributed throughout Siberia as far
as FEkaterinburg, and sold at a price which only covered actual estimated

seq and was not intended to furnish any profit.

g rofiteering by middlemen in Siberia was avoided, as the goods were
sold only to municipalities, cooperative societies, and Zemstvos, In
this ws: the consumer was able to obtain the shoes at the lowest possi-
ble p

As promlsed Mr. Held, every .F)ssl‘bla assistance was given the

trirjuﬂnz

company in dis the goods, he American Red C which at
that time was dning extensive relief work in Biberia, assis the com-
its special relief

supplying railroad cars and attaching them to
o %mres. who was then in command of the American
Forces in Siberia, ordered special guards to protect the goods, and the
War Trade Board took control of the sale of them.

As prevlouséy stated, deliveries were made in December, 1918, and
January and February, 1919, and were %atd for in Hmll. April, and
May of 1519 by the deposit of Russian les in several Siberian banks.
The total payments amounted to 7,271,202.55 rubles, At the time of
these payments the Russian ruble was worth ngproximate!y 18 cents of
American money. With interest to the 1st of Janua 1922. payments
for the shoes in Amerlean money amounted to $1,308, 16.

On February 14, 1919, under and in pursuance of an Exec-uttu
d.ngd Jl.‘nrt.n.ry 26, 1018, the Federal BEeserve Board issued the fnllowins

ation

l.'egu'lh'at.ll otherwise instructed, the exportation or importation of B‘.us-
sia.u rubles or the transfer of funds for their pumbm hilx pemons gnd

dealers’ in the United States as described under the
or the President of January 26, 1913 is proluhlted o

While nothing was stated in the Executive order or the regulation
fssued by the Federal Reserve Board as to the reason for the latter, it
is well known that it was intended to prevent dealing in Russian gold
rubles and Russian gold by persons in the Upited States, and to prevent
the importation of Russian gold to be used in furtherance of Bolshevist

General
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propaganda and alsp to insure the United States from any future diffi-
culties arising from such importation, the source of the gold being

nonknown.

It is Indeed e!ceedi:fl{ questionable whether it was intended to pre-
vent the completion usiness transactions which had been entered
into by American firms in Russia prior to the issuance of the order
in perfect good faith, and e:gemlly 50 when the transaction had been
urged by representatives of the Government and companies had entered
into transactions because thereof.

U, receipt of the notice of deposit of the purchase price of the

in Siberian banks the company requested those banks to exchanﬁe
he rubles into United States dellars, but because of the order of the
Federal Reserve Board of February ii, 1919, the Siberian banks were
unable to buy American dollars for the company. The company then
endeavored to sell at least some of these rubles to American institu-
tions in Siberia, such as the Red Cross, the Y. M. C. A, and Army head-
quarters, but without success, as these Institutions dealt with American
banks exclusively, The Natlonal City Bank of New York and the
Guaranty Trust Co. of New York, both of which had branches in
Vladivostok, were eager to dispose of as many rubles as possible after
the exchange was closed. .

There was no way for the company to convert the rubles into dollars
by purchasing Siberian products and selling them in America, as the
Siberian Government had placed severe restrictions on exports of raw
materials,. Ewven had these restrictions not been placed it would have
been pext to impossible to concentrate the raw materials at seaports,
as transportation facilities were impossible to obtain owing to the de-
moralization and disorganization of the Siberian railroads.

In addition to this, the Siberian government, which was friendly to
the United States Government and desired to assist it in every way
possible, issued a restriction, following the ruling of the Federal Re-

;serve Board prohibiting ruble exchange, which allowed withdrawals

from the banks only in the amount ef 1,000 rubles per week.

Every legitimate effort was made by the company at this time tfo
transfer the rubles into dollars, but it was unable to do so. The result
was that the rubles had to remain and still remain in Russian banks,
and in the meantime the depreciation in the value of rubles has reduced
the amount to practically nothing, meani a total loss to the com-

.pany. The facts above recited clearly establish the fact that the com-

pany was not responsible for allowing the rubles to remain in Siberia.

After the efforts to exchange the rubles, as above set forth, proved
futile the matter was presented bg the company to the Federal Reserve
Board and to the Department of State, both of which held the transac-
tion was within the purview of the order of February 14, 1919, and
that no relief could be granted the company.

You will observe that meither the Russian mor the Siberian Govern-
ment had anything to do with the sale of these goods. They were sold
directly to the Siberian gopu‘lntlan and paid for in full in rubles. It
follows, therefore, that the company has no claim against the Russian
Government. The foods were sold upon the special request and encour-
agement of the United States Government and through Its agencies, but
becanse of the regulations issued by the Federal Reserve Board later on
the company was unable to obtain the proceeds of the sales in American
dollars,

I am also advised that Mr, Postnlkoff took up with Mr. Heid the
matter of reimbursing the company out of the §5,000,000 above referred
to, but was Informed by Mr. Heid that the fund was not available, hav-
ing been transferred for the improvement of the Ilastern Chinese Rail-
road Co. and was being used for that ?urpose.

The International Manufacturers' Bales Co. of America was the only
American concern which had time, owing to the short duration of the

lan inau%urated by the Department of State, to complg with it and
he invitation of the United States Government to aid the Siberian pc"lpu‘
lation and was the only American company that actually did so. he
transaction was entered into wholly a5 a humanitarian one at the re-
quest of the United States Government, As before stated, the r:om(]m.ny
arranged to and did sell the goods at a price which only covered ex-
penses and was not intended to furnish it any profit. The Government
assizsted In the distribution of the goods and, therefore, under all the
clrcumstances, the company naturally expected that the Government
would assist in obtaining reimbursement if it was found necessary,
There was, however, no contractual relation between the company and
the United States Government by which the latter could be held to
reimburse the company for the losses sustained. The obligation, there-
fore, is purely & moral one, and such relief as the company may obtain
can only be had through an act of Congress.

As a result of its loss in this transaction the company was com-
pelled to liguidate its indebtedness and to temporarily, at least, go out
of business. Mr. Postnikoff has corresponded with the Department of
State and the Federal Reserve Board in reference to the matter, and
both branches of the Government have written him that while the spirit
in which the company entered into and conducted the transaction was
fully appreciated and sympathy exﬂrﬁsed for the losses sustained
stated tl?nt they could not adjust the matter, as {here was no legal
liability on the part of the United Btates Government.

1 have personally Interviewed representatives of the Department of
State and of the Federal Reserve rd, who were Intimately con-
nected with the matter, and have been assured by both that the facts
as herein set forth are correct in every detail. In addition to this I
have letters, affidavits, and other documents substantiating the facts,
which I shall be very glad to present at the hearing before the com-
mittee on the bill, if such hearing is granted.

There is a wide scope of activity for a company such as the Inter-
national Manuofacturers’ Sales Co. of America, and a great deal of
benefit to the rorelfn trade of the United States might be derived from
the resumption of its activities in foreign fields, greatly to be desired
at this time. An adjustment of this claim would not only make good
a wrong done to the comgaugé but would put it on a sound financial
basls again, where it would able to resume the useful activities it
enjoyed before the war and, through such activities, increase the output
of something over a hundred factories which are owned by members of
the company and which employ many thousands of people. *

Thanking you very much for your consideration in this matter, and
with personal regards, I remain,

Yours very sincerely,
A. L. THURMAN.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent

in execntive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 9 o'clock
and 42 minutes p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously
made, took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 6, 1922,
at 11 o'clock a. m.

NOMINATIONS.

Brecutive nominations received by the Senate June 5 (legisla-
tive day of April 20), 1922,

FepERAT, TRADE COMMISSION,

Vernon W. Van Fleet, of Indiana, fo be a member of the Fed-
eral Trade Commission, vice John Garland Pollard, term ex-
pired September 25, 1921,

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY.
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT.

First Lieut. Allen Ferdinand Grum, Coast Artillery Corps,
with rank from August 20, 1919.

SIGNAL CORPS.
Capt. Haskell Allison, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920.
AIR SERVICE.
First Lieut. John Kenneth Cannon, Infantry, with rank from
July 1, 1920,
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

MARINE CORPS.

The below-named midshipman of the class of 1922, United
States Naval Academy, to be a second lieutenant in the Marine
Corps from the 3d day of June, 1922:

James Austin Stuart.

POSTMASTERS.
ARKANSAS,

Walter Gi. Baker to be postmaster at Peach Orchard, Ark.
Office became presidential April 1, 1921.

Alice R, Beard to be postmaster at Gentry, Ark., in place of
N. H. Mitchell. Incumbent's commission expired May 26, 1917.

ARTZONA,

William A. Fowler to be postmaster at Tombstone, Ariz, in
place of P. A. Smith, Incumbent’s commission expired January
24, 1922,

CONNECTICUT. .

Paul N. Shailer to be postmaster at Chester, Conn., in place
of E. W. Lewis, deceased,

FLORIDA.

Gillian A. Sandifer to be postmaster at Lake Helen, Fla., in
place of E. M. Luffman, resigned.

ILLINOIS,

Ancel R, Dion to be postmaster at Clifton, TIll., in place of
E. I. Berger, declined.

Susan Gilman to be postmaster at La Harpe, Ill., in place of
J. V. Sperry. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4,
1922,

LOUISIANA.

Edward J. Sowar to be postmaster at Norwood, La.
became presidential January 1, 1921,

Cherie Cazes to be postmaster at Port Allen, La.
came presidential October 1, 1920.

MAINE.

Carroll H. Clark to be postmaster at Ogunquit, Me., in place
of ¥. R. Brewster. Incumbent's commission expired March
16, 1921

Office
Office be-

MISSISSIPPL.

Benson L. Myers to be postmaster at West Point, Miss., in
place of B. Y. Rhodes, Incumbent's commission expired Janu-
ary 24, 1922.

MISSOURL

Eros 8. Bradley to be postmaster at Frankford, Mo., in place
of Edgar Jones, removed,

Robert W, Evens to be postmaster at Herculaneum, Mo., in
place of J. J. W. Donnegan. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 6, 1922,

MONTANA.

Corneliug T. Hansen to be postmaster at Big Sandy, Mont.,

in place of C. H. Baker. Incumbent's commission expired
April 30, 1922,
NEBRASKA,
Virgil E. Barker to be postmaster at Newport, Nebr. Office

became presidential January 1, 1921,
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Verne W. Langford to be postmaster at Laurel, Nebr, in
plaee of J. R. Durrie, resigned.

Floyd Buchanan to be postmaster at Silver Creek, Nehr., in
place of E, M, Guthrie, Incumbent’s commission expired May
25, 1922,

NEW YORK.

Vernon E. Taylor to be postmaster at Lima, N, Y., in place
of M. J. Lockington, resigned.

Arthur E. Brundage to be postmaster at Newburgh, N. Y.,
in place of J. J. Peake. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 22, 1920,

Augustus P. Altemeier to be pestmaster at Port Jervis, N. Y.,
in place of J. P. Gillen. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 22, 1920,

NORTH CAROLINA.

Tra L. MeGill to be postmaster at Lumberton, N. C, in place
of D. D! French, resigned.

ORLAHOMA,

Earl T. Hall to be postmaster at Fargo, Okla. Office became
presidential October 1, 1920.

Wilson W. Howe to be postmaster at Pershing, Okla., in place
of A, C. Whitaker, resigned.

OREGON.

James D. Fay, to be postmaster at Gold Beach, Oreg. Office

became presidential April 1, 1921, -
PENNSYLVANTA,

Herbert H. Park to be postmaster at Gibsonia, Pa.

came presidential April 1, 1920,

J. Richard Dunean to be postmaster at Heilwood, Pa. Office
became presidential October 1, 1920.
Office became

John Itzel to be postmaster at Salina, Pa.
presidential January 1, 1921,

Mary E. Healy to be pestmaster at Drexel Hill, Pa., in place
of I3, .. Eichholtz, deelined.

J. Howard Gawthrop to be postmaster at Kennett Sguare,

Pa., in place of E. 8. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expired
February 4, 1922, :

Office be-

PORTO RICO,

Leonidas M. Lopez to be postmaster at Camuy, Porto Rico.
Office became presidential July 1, 1921,

Gaspar Ferran to be postmaster at Barceloneta, Porto Rico,
in place of P, M. Rivera, resigned.

SOUTH DAKOTA,

Frank €. Clegg to he postmaster at St. Lawrence, S. Dak,, in
place of . A, Frederickson, deelined.

TENNESSEE,

Thomas E. Tipler to be postmaster at Grand Junction, Tenn.,
in place of R. H. Hurst, deceased.

TEXAS.

James H. Loyd to be postmaster at Alba, Tex., in place of
H. J. Caldwell, resigned.
William. A. White to be postmaster at Cleveland, Tex., in
place of R. H. Cherry, resigned.
Mayo McBride to be postmaster at Woodville, Tex., in place
of A. IT, Hughes, resigned.
UTAH.

Stenhen F, Stephensen to be postmaster at Riverton, Utah,
Qffice became presidential January 1, 1922,

VIRGINTA.

William P. Moorman to be postmaster at New Canton, Va.
Office became presidential April 1, 1921,

William B. Dew to be postmaster at Sweet Briar, Va.,, in place
of W, B, Dew. Incumbent's commission expired January 18,
1921,

WASHINGTON,

Walter J. Hunziker to be postmaster at Langley, Wash. Office
became presidential January 1, 1921,

Alfred R. Bramer to be postmaster at Marlin, Wash., Office
became presidential April 1, 1921,

WIBCONSIN,

Willlam H. Zuehlke to be postmaster at Appleton, Wis,, in
place of Gustave Keller. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 24, 1922,

WYOMING.

David Miller to be postmaster at Cumberland, Wyo. Office be-

came presidential October 1, 1921, :

CONFIRMATIONS:
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 5 (legisla-
tive day of April 20), 1922.
UNI1TED: STATES MARSHAL.
Frank T. Newt 0 Uni
SISt o Mjchigan.on to be ted States marghal, eastern dis-
PromoTioNS 1IN THE ARAMY,
OFFICERS’ RESERVE CORPS,
I To be brigadier generals.
Henry Lewis Stimson.
Edward Caswell Shannon,
ADJUTANT GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT,

To be colonels.
Joseph Wheeler, jr.
Charles Higbee Bridges.
Ralph Brewster Parrott.
T'o be lieutenant. colonels.
George Luther Hicks.
David Yulee Beckham.
John Fleming Clapham.
To be majors.
Stuart Ainslee Howard.
Hugh Lawson Walthall.
John Buchanan Richardson,
Clarence Andrew Mitchell.
William Torbert MacMillan.,
Henry Newbold Sumner.
James Sylvester Mooney.
‘Walter Cyrus Gullion.
Frank Cornelius Reilly.
To be captain.
Charles Clement Quigley. .
PosSTMASTERS,
ARIZONA,
Hifreda M. MecIntyre, Gila Bend,
Samuel Simpson, Sonora.
ARKANSAS,
James H. Johnson, Atkins.
Perry W. Hampton, Glenwood.
Charlie C. Cherry, Hoxie.
Robert BE. Love, Hughes,
Maie Pierce, Manila.
Isaac J. Morris, Mountain Home,
Herschel Neely, Paragould.
Hubert O. Hallowell, Pocahontas.
CALIFORNIA.
Frances L. Musgrove, Arbuckle.
Fred A. Lindley, Pismo,
MINNESOTA,
Arthur L. Hamilton, Aitkin.
Asa R. Woodbeck, Brookpark.
Marie D. Anderson, Carlos.
Emil Kukkola, Finlayson.
Lawrence J. Nasett, Robbinsdale.
Harry M. Logan, Royalton.
Irving J. Jandro, Waverly,
NEW YORK.
William J, Pike, Sanborn.
OREGON,
Henry Scott, Jordan Valley.
PENNSYLVANIA,
Emery BE. Thompson, Elizabeth.
William H. Scholl, Hellertown.
Albert D, Karstetter, Loganton.
Leon M. Cobb, Mount Pocono.
SOUTH CAROLINA,
Ralph W. Wall, Campobello.
TEXAS,
Claud C. Morris, Rosebud..
Clinton J. Farrell, Vernon.
VIRGINIA,
Miriam 8. Yates, Brookneal.
Rufus P. Custis, Eastville,
Annie G. Davey, Evington.
Missouri S. Harmon, Melfa.
Mollie H. Gettle, Rustburg.
Ethel V. Vaughan, i
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Moxpax, June b, 1922.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon,
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Our Father in heaven, Thou hast withheld no good thing
from us. We thank Thee for Thy love, which is with us at
the break of day and remains with us through the dark of night.
Surely Thou dost remember us according to the multitude of
Thy memories; they explain the divine estimate of man.
Whatever the day’s tasks, duties, or privileges may be, remove
our imperfect views of them. O let us get our wisdom and
strength from behind the veils of force and sense. Help us to
spend nobly, wisely, and well the hours that await us. In Thy
name, Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap-
roved.
3 UNANIMOUS CONSENT CALENDAR,
The SPBAKER. The business on the Unanimous Consent
Calendar is in order, and the Clerk will call the calendar.

AMENDING BECTIONS &§549-03550, REVISED STATUTES,

The first business in order on the Unanimous Consent Cal-
endar was the bill (S. 1010) to amend sections 5549 and 5550
of the Revised Statutes of the United States.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
agk that this may be passed without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent that this bill be passed without prejudice.
Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
can the gentleman give any assurance when this bill will be
considered on the Unanimous Consent Calendar otherwise?

Mr. WALSH. It is on the calendar a little farther down.
There is no objection to its being stricken off, but there are
some amendments, I understand, and the gentleman from
Georgia is very much interested in the measure and is absent
on account of illness, and I think out of courtesy to him we
might permit the matter to be passed without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to passing the bill with-
out prejudice? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr, RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of
the United States for his approval the following bills:

H. R.241. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to grant
a perpetual easement for railroad right of way and a right of
way for a public highway over and upon a portion of the mili-
tary reservation of Fort Sheridan, in the State of Illinois;

H. R. 10925. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to sell
real property known as the Pittsburgh storage supply depot, at
Pittsburgh, Pa.;

H. R.11408. An aect granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Winnebago, and the town of Rockton, in said county,
in the State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and operate a
bridge and approaches thereto across the Rock River, in said
town of Rockton; and

H. R.11409. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
eity of Ottawa and the county of La Salle, in the State of
Illinois, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and ap-
proaches thereto across the Fox River.

FORT SABINE MILITARY RESERVATION, LA,

The next business in order on the Unanimous Consent Calen-
dar was the bill (H. R. 10517) confirming and validating the
title of certain purchasers from the State of Louisiana of cer-
tain lands formerly included in the Fort Sabine Military Reser-
vation, in Cameron Parish, La., now abandoned.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
this is a rather important bill, especlally important in wview
of the decision of the Supreme Court, which held that the State
of Louisiana had no right whatsoever to the land on this
abandoned military reservation which this bill seeks to wvali-
date in the hands of private landholders; and I think it should
be objected to unless a very full explanation can be made,

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to reserve
his objection until the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box], who is
thoroughly familiar with this measure, can explain it, and if
the explanation is not satisfactory to the gentleman, then he
will see what we can do. I feel this is a clear bill and a meri-
torious measure, and I hope the gentleman will not object after
he has heard the explanation.

Mr. BOX. Is there any particular feature which the gentle-
Inl:]‘ln;ﬂ ;wm'ea to hear about? Is there any question he has in

Mr. STAFFORD. I have read the report, particularly the
explanation contained in the detailed review by the Secretary
of the Interior as to the rights of these persons to this land.
It is clear from the statements in this report that the State of
Louisiana at no time ever had title to any land on the Fort
Sabine Military Reservation. Certain persons entered upon it
and obtained some title through the State perhaps, others did
not obtain any title whatsoever, and now it is sought to vali-
date the title. Why should we surrender valuable lands to
private persons under those circumstances?

Mr. BOX. Is there any special feature of the title whiech the
gentleman from Wisconsin does not understand or finds objee-
tionable? The gentleman will understand that this is a Louisi-
ana land matter. The bill as presented to the House was
written by the Secretary of the Interior as an amendment to
the measure offered by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
Lazaro]. My understanding of the record and of the entire
title is not as complete as I would like to have it.

I have gone through the record a number of times and the
case presented itself to me as one of merit. It seems the grant
of these lands made by the Government in 1849 would have
included the Fort Sabine Military Reservation but for the fact
the lands were then within a military reservation.

Mr. STAFFORD. Permit me to take issue with the gentle-
man’s position in that regard, because the Supreme Court——

Mr. BOX. The gentleman from Texas said that under the
act of Congress passed in 1849 the title to these lands would
have passed but for the fact that they were within the Sabine
Military Reservation., When that reservation was abandoned
they were listed by the Commissioner of the General Land Of-
fice as belonging to the State of Lonisiana. Patents were is-
sued by the State of Louisiana to many of the lands on the
theory that the title had in fact passed to the State, making
good the title granted by her. The Secretary of the Interior,
the State of Louisiana, and the purchasers of the lands for many
years treated the title as valid. Taxes were paid on the lands
or many of them, and all, or nearly all, concerned assumed that
the title issued by the State of Louisiana was in all respects
valid. This view was held and acted upon for many decades,
and the reversal of it by the Secretary of the Interior in 1904
came more than a generation after the origin of the title, I
think the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands is fully
familiar with the details of the title. The committee unani-
mously agreed that the bill was one of merit and that, as recom-
mended by the Secretary of the Interior, it ought to pass.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, the
matter is a very simple one. When Louisiana first applied for
this land in list No. 4, back in the fifties, the department held
that the State had no right to the land because the land was
embraced in the Fort Sabine Military Resérvation. Then in
1871 Fort Sabine Military Reservation was abandoned by an
act of Congress. Then the State of Louisiana claimed the land
on the theory that the swamp land act attached after the aban-
donment of the military reservation. The Department of the
Interior held with the contention of the State of Louisiana and
approved list No. 26 and list No. 51, embracing all these lands.

Now, that approval remained undisturbed for nearly 10
years. In the meantime these additional people purchased the
land. Some of the purchases had been made prior to 1895 and
some since, these people paying the taxes upon the land during
all this time. Then, in 1805, the Secretary of the Interior re-
versed the ruling in favor of the State. The State of Louisiana
appealed the case to the United States Supreme Court, and in
1908 that court decided that the approval of lists 26 and 51,
embracing all of this land, was invalid. However, the Supreme
Court did not decide another question in the case. If this mat-
ter were in court the State of Louisiana could plead the statute
of limitations, on the theory that the approval in 1894 and 1895
of these two lists by the Secretary of the Interior was tanta-
mount to a patent to the State. Now, we have this situa-
tion——

Mr. STAFFORD. There would not be very much strength
to that contention, because the statute does not run to any
Government property.

Mr, SINNOTT. It does.
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Mr. STAFFORD. It does not in the State of Wisconsin,

Mr. SINNOTT. It does in Wisconsin and in every other
State, so far as setting aside a patent is concerned. What the
Supreme Court had to say is on page 4 of the report. It says:

The only doubt is raised by the statute limiting suits by the United
Btates to vacate patents to five years.

Now, I do not know how the United States would fare if it
endeavored to oust these people. They could plead the statute
of limitation. However, they can not commence an action
against the United States.

Mr. STAFFORD, The United States did not grant any pat-
ent whatsoever to these lands.

Mr, SINNOTT, They granted what the Supreme Court has
repeatedly held to be tantamount to a patent, the approval
by the proper officials of a certified list to the land. But
apart from that, as to the equities——

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman permit as to the
equities? There may be considerable equity as to the land
sold by the State of Louisiana prior to the ruling by the
Department of the Interior of June 6, 1904, reversing its
earlier decision. As to the amount of land entered or sold
or squatted upon since 1904, when the Department of the
Interior determined that these lands were not swamp lands,
is another matter. How much acreage is involved in such
later transaction?

Mr. SINNOTT. The report of the Secretary of the Interior
states that Louisiana appears to have patented a portion of
these lands as late as May 19, 1904, We have not the definite
data upon that,

Mr. STAFFORD. Prior to June 6, 1904, the total acreage
of lands affected by this act was 6,910 acres. At the present
time it runs into many thousands more,

Mr, SINNOTT. From where is the gentleman reading?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I do not think there have been
any lands squatted on since that date, but I think the land
has been transferred from one party that held the land to
another.

Mr. SINNOTT. No sguatter can obtain any rights under
this bill. The only one who can obtain any rights is some one,
or his assigns, who has obtained a title from the State of
Louisiana.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I had some question as to
the rights of the persons who had taken land since the Secre-
tary of the Interior reversed the decision of the Land Com-
missioner in 1905. If the act does not apply to any entries
or sales since that date, I withdraw my reservation of
objection.

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman will notice what the Secre-
tary says, that if this had been made before the decision was
known it would be on the same basis. The Secretary says
that.

Mr., STAFFORD. That is what I wish to have the assur-
ance on, because I do not think they would have any equity
at all if they had taken it with notice after the decision
was made.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none,

The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it endcted, eto,, That the title of all persons, their heirs or as-
glgns, who have heretofore purchased from the State of Lousiana any
lands formerly included in what was known as the Fort Sabine Mill-
tary Reservation, in Cameron Parish, in the State of Louisiana, estab-
lished by Executive order of December 20, 1838, and abandoned March
25, 1871, pursuant to the act of Congress of February 24, 1871, and who
elaim or hold under tents, awards, entries, or other character of
title from the State of isiana, be, and the same is herehy, confirmed
and made valid as against any claim or right of the Un.{ted States
therein or thereto; except that fractional section 32 in township 15

south, range 15 west, u by the United States for lighthouse purposes,
is excluded from the provisions hereof.

Also the following committee amendment was read:

Btrike out all after the enacting clause and Insert:

“That subject to the provisions of this act the title of all persons
who prior to Janu 1, 1909, purchased from the State of Louisiana
any lands formerly included in what was known as the Fort Sabine
Military Reservation, in Cameron Parish, in the State of Lousiana
established by Txecutive order of December 20, 1838, and abandoned
March 25, 1871, pursuant to the act of Congress of February 24, 1871
(16 Stat. L., p. 430), shall be confirmed and validated against any
claim or interest of the Uniied Btates: Provided, That satisfactory
evidence of such purchase, with description of the lands claimed by
each applicant, in accordance with the system of United States public-
land surveys, be submitted to the Becretary of the Interior within six
months from and after the approval of this act: further,
That patents shall issue to such purchasers and shall inure to the
benefit of their heirs, assigns, or devisees, to the same extent and as if
guch purchasers had secured full title from the State of Louisiana
through such purchasers: And provided further, That section 32, in

township 15 sounth, range 15 west, Louisiana meridian, used the
agiltg lgltateg for lighthouse purposes, shall be excepted from thbg'pro-
jons’ hereof.

* Bec. 2. That the lands within the limits of such abandoned milit
reservation not affected by the foregoing provisions of this act shall
be disposed of under the provisions of the act approved July 05, 1884
(28 Btat. L., p. 103).”

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill providing
for the confirmation of title of certain purchasers from the State
of Louisiana of lands formerly included in the Fort Sabine
Military Reservation, in Cameron Parish, La., now abandoned.”

On motion of Mr. LaAzaro, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 2

MAILS FOR THE BLIND.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 10496) to pravide for the free
transmission through the mails of certain publications for the
blind.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that
the bill be passed without prejudice. :

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair hears none.

HOSPITAL SERVICES AND SUPPLIES, WORLD WAR VETERANS.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was House Joint Resolution 313, providing for the
disposal of articles produced by patients in the United States
Veterans' Bureau.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
when this bill was last under consideration I suggested an
amendment to have it extend to all governmental institutions.
I was speaking with the chairman of the commitiee since the
bill was last considered, and he said he' could not see that
there would be any objection to the amendment I suggested.
Has the gentleman, since the consideration of this bill, ob-
tained any further information as to the merits of the propo-
sition I suggested?

Mr. PARKER of New York. I wish to state to the gentle-
man that I had this matter up with the Veterans’ Bureau, and
they thought that the bill was broad enough to cover every one
of the patients that were being treated by the Veterans' Bureau
in any hospital. That was the interpretation put upon the bill
by the department.

Mr. STAFFORD. May I inquire who gave the gentleman
that information?

Mr. PARKER of New York.
Forbes's office.

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to say to the gentleman that from
my acquaintance with the supervision of veterans in the hos-
pitals under the jurisdiction of the Board of Managers of the
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers the board has
exclusive jurisdiction as to their care and maintenance. They
receive an allotment of funds from the Veterans’ Bureau, and
then the care and control are entirely under the jurisdiction of
the Board of Managers.

Mr. PARKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I think if the gen-
tleman will read that bill carefully he will find that this covers
every single patient under the control of the Veterans' Bureau.
Let me say to the gentleman that this power is held by a
statute to be conferred upon the Public Health Department.

Mr., STAFFORD. I am fully acquainteds~with that. That
was all gone over the last time.

Mr. PARKER of New York, These boys are principally
mental cases.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, with the statement of the
gentleman in charge that in the opinion of some one in the
Veterans’ Bureau this applies to all veterans, whether they
are under the direction of the Veterans' Bureau or supervision
of the Board of Managers of Soldiers’ Homes, T will withdraw
my reservation.

The SPEHAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the Director of the United States Veterans’
Bureau is authorized to make regulations governing the disposal of
articles produced by tients of such bureau in the course of their
curative treatment, either by allowing the patients to retain the same

[After a pause.] The

Yes. It came from Colonel
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or by selling the articles and depositing the .money
credit of the appropriation from which materials
articles were purc{msed.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the House joint resolution.

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Parker of New York, a motion to recon-
sider the vote whereby the joint resolution was passed was laid
on the table.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill

RURAL DELIVERY SERVICE.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 7544) anthorizing the Postmaster General
to temporarily reduce the pay of rural carriers for disciplinary
purposes instead of suspending them without pay.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enocted, eto,, That the Postmaster General
authorized in “his zilscreuon. whenever for disei ary purposes he
deems it advisable to do so, to reduce temporarily the -pay of ‘rural
carriers : Provided, That in no case shall such a reduction in pay ‘be
of more than one den as fixed by the act of June §, 1920, nor extend
over a greater period of time than one year.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bhill.

Mr. WALSH. My, Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman in
charge of the measure a question, In just what way is this
to be a substitute for discipline now imposed by the Post Office
Department ? =7

Mr. STEENERSON. The only remedy now in the case of a
earrier who is negligent is to suspend him without pay; but
Jin many instances the fault is not conceded to justify that,
and by reducing his pay it is believed he avill remember it
the next time. It was thought advisable to have this substitute.

Mr. WALSH. It would still leave the discretion to suspend
him without pay, and this is an additional remedial measure?

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEENERSON,. Xes.

Mr. WATSON. When a carrier is suspended without pay is
there difficulty in obtaining a substitute temporarily?

Mr. STEENERSON. In many cases there is.

Mr, WATSON. Then this is intended to rectify that?

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. This is an addifional reason.
Nobody has objected to it from any source.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. STEENERsoN, a motion to reconsider the
wote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

SESQUICENTENNTAL EXHIBITION IN PHILADELFHTA.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I move to suspend the
rules and pass House Joint Resolugion 170, with amendments
thersto, together with an amendment of the title.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to sus-
pend the rnles and pass the resolution which the Clerk will
report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 170) to approve the holding of a national
and international exhibition in the city of Philadelp In 1926 as
an appropriate celebration of the one hundred and fiftieth anni-
versary of the signing of the Declaration of Independence.

Whereas preliminary steps have been taken by the ma{gr and connell
and a citizens' committee of Philadelphia to eelebrate that city in
1020 the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the signing of the
Declaration of Independence by ho]rlinﬁ an exhibition in which it is
expected that the various States of the Union, the Federal Government,
and all the nations of the world will be represented ; and

Whereas the Legisiature of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
unanimously »l a resolution April 28, 1921, that the Commonwealth
should prepare for and participate in such sesquicentenninl celebra-
tion by making a suitable exhibit therein on the part of the Common-
weilth, and regnested that the Federal Government should approve
the holding of such an exhibition in Philadelphia in 1826 and that
appropriate steps shounld he taken to invite the participation and eo-
operation of the States of the Union and the nations of the world ; and

Whereas the Governor of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in the
niine and by the anthority of that Commonwealth, has issued letters

atent incorporating the nicentennial JFxhibition Association, May
. 1921, for the purpose of educating the publi¢ by exhibiting artistic,
mechanical, agricultural, and hortienitural products and providing
pubiic instruction in the arts and sciences, thereby celebrating the one

Jhulred and fiftieth anpiversary of the S!s'nil-:ﬂ of the Iacl

ndependence by holding in thé city of Philadelphia, in the State of

Pennsylvania, an exhibition of the progress of the United States in art,

recelved to the
for making the

bﬁhuﬂ he is hereby,

seience, and ind . In trade and commerce, and in the development
of the products of the air, the soil, the mine, the forest, and the geas,
to which exhibition the people of all other nations shall be invited to
contribute evidences of their ewn ess to the end that better
international und timate  commercial relation-
shi}gs may hasten the coming of universal peace: Therefore be it

esolved, ete,, That E‘,’E holding of a national and international ex-
hibition in the eity of Philadel !5& in 1926 upon the Fairmount Park
.and parkway site selected by ithe Besquicentennial Exhibition
tion and lands contiguous thereto which may be acquired for that pur-
gose be approved as an appropriate celebration of the one hundred and
Hiftieth anniversary of the signing of the Declaration of Independence,
and that such steps be taken as the President may deem ‘Fmpur ‘to
invite the participation and cooperation of the States of the Union and
the nations of the world.

8rc. 2. That.a co&y of ‘this resolution bhe forwarded to all the States
.of the Unlon requesting cooperation upon their part.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that

the amended title be read in lieu of the one reported.

The SP i. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
that the amended title be read in lieu of the one reported. Is
ithere objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolutien to approve the holding of -a national -and interna-
tional exhibition in the eity of Philadelphin in 19206 upon the Fair-
mount Park and parkway site selected by the Sesquicentennizl Exhi-
‘bition Aszsociation, and lands contiguous f)hereto that may be acquired
for that purpol?; as an appropriate celebration of ‘the one hundred and
fittieth anniverfary of the signing of the Declaration of Independence,

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. LANHAM. I demand a second.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
bil];{‘l‘r. WALSH. Is the gentleman from Texas opposel to the

Mr. LANHAM. I am not.

Mr. WALSH. I was wondering if there is no opposition why
it is necessary to consume time on it.

Mr. LANHAM. I will say to the gentleman that I do not
prepose to take the 20 minutes to delay the passage of the
resolution, but simply to make an -explanation of it if it be-
COIMES Necessary.
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman- from Texas demands a,

second.
Mr. BLAND of Indiana.
sent that a second be considered as ordered.

Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous con-.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-'

imous consent that a second be considered as ordered.
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, T do not think it is
necessary to make a detailed explanation of the details of the
resolution.

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. HICKS. T could not hear from the reading of the reso-
lution any of the detailed items. Tt carries no appropriation?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. This bill merely sanctions the
holding of a sesquicentennial exhibition at Philadelphia, in
Fairmount Park, in 1926. ;

1 will state to the House that this Fairmount Park site was
the site where the first national exposition was held in the
United States in 1876. The one hundred and fiftieth anniversary
of the signing of the Declaration of Independence is certainly
a great date in American history, and it is entirely fitting, in
view of our habit of celebrating these great events, that on
this occasion the Tederal Government give its sanction to a
g.ational and international celebration of this event in that

tate.

Of course, there is no*controversy as to the place to hold the
exhibition because Philadelphia is the place where the Declara-
tion of Independence was sgigned; it was there where this the
greatest Government man ever devised first was conceived and
put into existence to bless the world. The city of Philadelphia
has appropriated $5,000,000 and as much more as may be neces-
sary to pay the expenses of this exhibition; also the State
Legislature of Pennsylvania has approved it and passed me-
morials favoring it, and -there is no doubt but that the great
State of Pennsylvania will come forward with any finances
that are necessary to take care of the exhibition. I am not
saying it will not be necessary, possibly sometime in the future,
for the Federal Giovernment to spend some money in order that
4t may make a showing on this great occasion. I believe it will
be necessary to do so, and I would not want the House to
understand me as saying that there will not be a8 demand at
some time for the expenditure of some money. But I do not
believe there will be a demand for any great amount of
‘money, like the sums expended on some expogitions in the
years gone, because I do feel that this exposition is going to be

Is there
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financed splendidly by the great city of Philadelphia and the
State of Pennsylvania.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr, BLAND of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts.

Mr. WALSH. Is not the purpose of this resolution to furnish
the basis for anthorizing an appropriation by the Federal Gov-
ernment to participate in the exposition later on?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana, Of course, the purpose of this reso-
lution is to authorize the President to invite the nations of the
world to attend, and to invite the States of the Nation to par-
ticipate. It is to give a national approval to an international
exposition. If the United States did not sanction the Phila-
delphia sesquicentennial we could not expect the nations of
the world outside of the United States to take much part in it,
and it is certainly proper and wise that we givg our consent,
I will say in answer to the gentleman’s question that this, of
course, commits us to the proposition that we are behind this
sesquicentennial exposition to make it a success; but that does
not mean that we pledge any great appropriation. In the
hearings on this bill it was definitely understood that this reso-
lution should not obligate the Committee on Industrial Arts
and Expositions or the Congress to stand for any appropriation
at all in the future, although it is my personal opinion that we
should have an appropriation, and no doubt will have one, for
exposition purposes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman will agree, of
course, that if this resolution passes, the next Congress will
appropriate money in any reasonable sum that may be de-
manded. ; :

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I am of the opinion that this Con-
gress may be asked for some appropriation.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And, therefore, I do not think

‘we ought fo pass this bill at this time,

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. For instance, if the minority leader
will permit, it is essential in my judgment for the United States
to have there exhibits of its mining and agriculture, and of its
great inventions and marvelous industrial progress. If the
gentleman will recall, the Bell telephone came out of the cen-
tennial of 1876. The gentleman will recall that since 1776 the
steamboat, the railroad, and all modern means of transportation
and communication have been invented and developed.

Some of the greatest developments of industry in the world
came from the Centennial Exposition in 1876. It is certainly
appropriate that this great Government should take a promi-
nent part, and we may not hope to escape paying something
for the part which we take. I want to be frank with the House.

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BLAND of Indiana. Yes. ;

Mr. KING. What will be the features of internationalism
that will be celebrated at this exposition?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I take it that the gentleman is
fairly familiar with most of the international expositions which
have been held, and is also fairly familiar with the different
things which they have exhibited at those places.

Mr, KING. Does the gentleman think it will be the means
of propagating the further development of the League of
Nations?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I do not think so and certainly do
not hope so.

Mr, KING. I am asking in good faith whether the gentle-
man has any information about that.

Mr, BLAND of Indiana. Oh, no; it is to celebrate the in-
dustrial and historical achievements of the nations of the
world. The holding of expositions, if properly and wisely held,
can be defended from a financial standpoint. It is a good in-
yvestment, and certainly in this instance it can be defended
from a sentimental standpoint. We need a little more of the
gpirit of '76 in these troublesome days. We have not had
a national celebration for many years. In my judgment
there is no better way to promote peace and encourage progress
after the devastation of the Great War than to gather to-
gether the nations of the world to compare in friendly rivalry
the achievements of the world in the arts of peace. [Applause.]

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. FESS. I notice on page 4 of the report, quoting from
‘the president of this exposition association, he says—

In 1776 there were 10,000,000 people in this country that spoke the
HEnglish language.

There were only 3,000,000 all told, What does that state-

ment mean?
Mr., BLAND of Indiana. I do not know. The president of

‘the exposition association made a very elogquent speech, and is

a well-informed gentleman, but I will not answer for the
accuracy of his figures,

Mr. MONDELL. Perhaps he meant 10,000,000 English-speak-
ing people in the whole world,

Mr. FESS. That may be true.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. That is evidently what he meant,
and he may have been reported erroneously.

Mr. MONDELL. Although I think that was an understate-
ment.

Mr. LEHLBACH. May he not have meant, although there
were only 3,000,000 white settlers in this country at the time
of the Declaration of Independence, to have included the In-
dians as well?

Mr. FESS. No; he did not mean that, either.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield?

‘ lsr. BLAND of Indiana. I will gladly yield to the majority
eader,

Mr. MONDELL. I assume that we all understand that by
giving national sanction to this exposition we shall be ex-
pected at the proper time to make whatever appropriations may
be necessary for a Government exhibit at this exposition.

I think we all realize that that will be the outcome. The
Government will certainly desire to make an exhibition at this
very splendid exposition to be. At the same time the passage
of the resolution, I am sure, does not bind the Government or
this Congress or anyone to vote for any appropriation of ex-
penditure for buildings or for a cash contribution to the expo-
sition. The last great exposition in San Francisco, the only
contribution that the Government made, as I recall, was a
contribution for the exhibition. The people of San Francisco
and California furnished the buildings and we did furnish the
exhibits and cared for them. That certainly would be within
reason by the passage of this resolution pledging that far. I
hope and trust that the resolution pledges us no further, and
I feel confident that the great State of Pennsylvania and the
great city of Philadelphia will not ask the Government to do
more than in every way encouraging the exhibition, giving it a
national standing in the world, and making a first-class exhi-
bition there, and making it a success.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. How much has the Legislature
of Pennsylvania appropriated?

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. They have not been called upon to
appropriate anything yet. They have passed a strong me-
morial, and I have had assurance from some of the leading
men of Pennsylvania stating that the legislature, when it meets,
would be glad to contribute anything necessary to make it a
success. Philadelphia is one of the richest cities in the world.
They have the most beautiful spot on earth in which to hold
the exhibition, and there is great enthusiasm for it there, and
I have no doubt that this great city can finance it themselves,
They did finance the other centennial, and that was the only
one that was a financial success in the history of exhibitions.
I am sure that this one will be a success and will be the
greatest thing of the kind in all history. I do not mean to
say by that that we should not spend any money. If I had my
way, I would build a permanent building there which would be
used to house the Government activities after the exhibition

is over. It is to be held in the heart of the city where, to my
mind, such a plan is practicable, But that is my individual
idea only.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I do not know anything about
this except what I gather from some Philadelphians who talked
to me at the hotel. They have told me that it was a land
scheme; that certain gentlemen in Philadelphia have bought a
lot of marsh land, filled it up with ashes, and so forth, and were
promoting this as a land scheme,

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I will answer the gentleman. I will
say that Fairmount Park is owned by the city, every foot of it,
and there could not be any land scheme in it. There are 4,000
acres in the park. There are places in the city where it is
possible that it might have been held and where they would
have to condemn private property, but this resolution makes it
definite that it shall be held in Fairmount Park. Mr. Speaker,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, this resolution turns our
thoughts from war and the aftermath of war to a consideration
of the pursuits of peace. Of course, it is natural that the
people of Philadelphia should desire to celebrate in their city
the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the signing of the
Declaration of Independence. This desire on their part, I
take it, is prompted by more than the mere wish that the people
of this country should return the visit of the Liberty Bell,
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Naturally such an exposition as that contemplated will arouse
also a patriotic interest throughout our land. American remi-
niscence will properly be centered at that time in the City of
Brotherly Love. The exposition will even take on an interna-
tional aspect. It is this feature of it which calls specially for
action by the Congress at this time, because ‘certain prelimi-
nary steps must be taken in the matter of extending properly
the invitation to the nations of the world. " The resolution
which is here presented makes proper provision in this regard.

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. JouNson] ingquired of
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, Brasp], chairman of the
Comimittee of the House on Industrial Arts and Expositions,
whether or not this measure represented in essence some local
land scheme designed to promote the sale of real property
which otherwise could not find a profitable market. This is &
natural solicitude and a pertinent inquiry. I wish to say in
this connection that this measure as originally introduced was
amended by the committee largely, if not primarily, to prevent
any such contingency as that. The resolution provides in terms
that -this exposition be held upon the Fairmount Park and
Parkway site selected by the Sesquicentennial Exposition Com-
mission, and lands contiguous thereto which may be acguired
for that purpose. All the lands which will be used belong to the
city and may be utilized without the usual expense of purchase
and without enhancing the value of any private property
further than would be naturally incidental to the holding in
that city of an exposition of this character. We have the assur-
ance to this effect of prominent citizens and officers of the city
of Philadelphia who appeared in person before the committee
at the hearings.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. I will

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Was similar action taken by Con-
gress in the case of the Buffalo, Omaha, and San Francisco
Expositions?

Mr. LANHAM. I was not a Member of Congress at those
times, and I can not speak definitely.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana., Substantially this action was taken
by the Federal Government in all of those cases.

Mr. GRAHAM of 1llinois, Did they participate in the exposi-

tions?
Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Yes; and contributed $10,000,000.
Mr. LANHAM. I thought the gentleman’s question had refer-

ence to the designation of a site.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. No. I want to know if Congress
passed a similar resolution in the other cases. Does the gentle-
man from Tennessee know?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not, but I do not think
that in any of those cases the Congress was called upon to give
its approval to the site.

Mr. LANHAM. I will say to the distingnished gentleman
from Tennessee that this site had already been selected by this
commission upon land which the city owns, and, inasmuch as
that fact precluded the possibility of any private exploitation
of property, the committee thought it advisable to incorporate
in the resolution the provision that the exposition be held upon
that site.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not mean that it is a bad
site, but in case of former expositions I do not know that the
Congress was ever called upon to approve the site.

Mr. LANHAM. Originally it seems that many sites were

proposed and their relative merits were considered by those in |,

charge. A decision was reached and this Fairmount Park and
Parkway site chosen. The mayor of the city of Philadelphia
and many other leading and distinguished Philadelphians and
Pennsylvanians attended the hearings and testified concerning
its adequacy and availability. They stressed the fact that it is
city-owned territory and that its use will involve no exploitation
of private property.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Texas is very familiar with
the history of the expositions approved by Congress and which
have been held within the last 50 years. I think I have voted
for resolutions somewhat similar to this in 8 or 10 instances—
Charleston, I remember, and then the one at Norfolk, the
Jamestown Exposition, Buffalo, San Francisco, St. Lonis,
Omaha, Chicago, and I think each resolution gave the affair
a national character and international character as well. I
know of a time when Congress withheld its approval. T hope for
the success of the coming exposition, and I believe it is a good
time for all the nations to meet in a common place and that
place America, forgetting past differences. Come pay us a
visit and leave their guns at home,

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I know that appropriations
have been made for these various expositions and assume
that those appropriations have been preceded by some such
ac;:ilon as this on the part of Congress.

r. KING. Mr. Speaker, will the tleman yleld?

Mr, LANHAM, Yes. S i

Mr. KING. I think the gentleman ought to clear up the
matter in regard to the contiguous terrifory adjoining Fair-
mount Park. What is the nature of that, and where is it?

Mr. LANHAM. The contiguous territory referred to is
already owned by the city and is a part of Fairmount Park.
In other words, the total area of Fairmount Park seems not to
be required for thé exposition. They want to get it within
limits that will permit a spectator in a day’s walk to get around
reasonably well over the exposition territory.

Mr, WINGO. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, I
think the gentleman from Texas has forgotten that there is
a strip of land across the river from Fairmount Park that is
really part of it which the city is going to condemn and take
anyway for publie purposes.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. They are condemning it now,

Mr, WINGO. They are condemning it at the present time,
and they intend to use it as a park,

Mr. KING. The gentleman from Arkansas has no informa-
tion that there will be any money made from that,

Mr. WINGO. Not any more than is possible, regardless of
whether we passed this resolution or not. The city is paying
for it and the proceedings have been staried.

Mr. LANHAM. The city is going to acquire that property,
regardless of whether we pass this resolution or not.

Mr. LAYTON. Then, as a matter of fact, the Congress does
not have to appropriate a penny unless the city of Philadelphia
and the State of Pennsylvania show that they come across
adequately.

Mr. LANHAM. I will say to the gentleman that, in addition
to the $5,000,000 which the city of Philadelphia has sef apart
for this purpose, their expenditures for a number of years
have been in anticipation of this exposition, The city has put
up many buildings and has improved and beautified the grounds
in order that they might be adapted to this temporary pur-
pose as well as to the permanent purpose for which they
were constructed. But, in so far as a congressional expenditure
is concerned, it was expressly stated by the members of this
commitiee and understood by the gentlemen from Pennsylvania
who appeared at the hearings that the favorable report and
passage of this resolution would not be considered as entail-
ing a moral obligation upon the part of Congress to authorize
an appropriation for this exposition. An appropriation may be
the natural and logical result, but it seems quite likely that
a reasonable expenditure for an exposition which will attract
the nations of the world may be expected to yield a very
gratifying return. That, of course, is a matter for our future
determination, ;

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. 1 wil g &

Mr. WATSON. As I understand this resolution, it is only
asking Congress to give moral support.

Mr. LANHAM. That is all

Mr. WATSON. Therefore, if any appropriations are made,
they must be made by a future Congress.

Mr. LANHAM. Yes.

Mr. WATSON. I would say that while I am not from Phila-
delphia, I come from Pennsylvania, and I am quite sure that
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania will do its part. I am very
anxious that the resolution should be agreed to.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, we have been given assurance
by the gentlemen from Philadelphia and other parts of Pennsyl-
vania that the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania will do its part.
It has alreidy sanctioned the exposition. Even if we should be
called upon later to make some reasonable appropriation,
though we do not regard this resolution as a moral obligation
along that line, and so stated very frankly to the gentlemen
who appeared before us, I think it would probably be returned
manyfold to this country in the helpful association with peo-
ples of other lands, in studying their exhibits and in fostering
markets for our products in the other countries of the world.
It seems to me that some international awakening now along
the lines of the activities of peace may tend to revive our droop-
ing foreign trade and prove very beneficial to this country and
to the world. That subject has been in the minds and hearts
of many of the most eminent statesmen of our Nation. It may
be that through such promotion of friendly international rela-
tions and the display and encouragement of the arts and pur-
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guits of peace we may come to some solution of the problems
and difficulties which confront us in our foreign commerce.

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER., The gentleman has seven minutes.

Mr. LANHAM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Arkansas [Mr. Wixngo].

Mr, WINGO. Mr. Speaker, this is the customary resolution
authorizing the State Department to take formal steps fo invite
foreign nations to participate in this great exposition. Whether
Congress wishes it or not the people of Philadelphia and Penn-
sylvania are going to celebrate the sesguicentennial of the
Declaration of Independence. The city of Philadeiphia has
already appropriated §5,000,000, and pledged more. The fact
that confronted the committee is that you are going to have a
great exposition, Now, shall we follow the customary course
or shall we say no, we will not do so in the case of Philadelphia?
Now, something has been said abont the House joint resolution
as now printed, whieh carries with it the conunittee amendment
definitely locating the site. Now, just let us be frank about it,
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Jouxsox] has called at-
tention to a rumor that he has heard around here, that came
to members of the committee. In exposition matters it is al-
ways charged that there is some kind or some sort of graft or
something else about it. Now, the city of Philadelphia owns
this Fairmount Park; that is, it is a public park while not
technically owned by the city. It has contigunous territory for

ublic purposes, and the committee to forestall any question of
and speculation definitely located the fair on that site. It lies
right at the heart of Philadelphia. The opening of the exposition
grounds will be within a short distance from the heart of Phila-
delphia and its railroad stations. Now, there, right in the
throat of that entrance, the people of Philadelphia are erecting
an art museum that will be a permanent structure and one of
the greatest buildings in the world. It will eontain more con-
crete than the Panama Canal. Now, I think it is proper for us
to authorize the Becretary of Btate to invite the other nations
of the earth to come in and participate. While, of course, it is
understood that we are under no moral obligation to make an
appropriation there is no question whatever that we will at the
right time make an appropriation. Now, that appropriation, of
course, has to have the restrictions that have been placed on
them heretofore. But nobody needs deceive themselves, We
are going to make some appropriation, of course. '

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. Yes,

Mr. GARBETT of Tennessee. The gentleman refers to the
Secretary of State. T do mot think the Secretary of State is
mentioned in this joint resolution.

Mr. WINGO. Well, I had in mind——

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. “And that such steps be taken
as the President may deem proper.”

Mr. WINGO. That is the customary form, as I understand it,
of such a reselution.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, may I ask the gentle-
muan who is going te detail——

Mr. WINGO. Before we get away from the &ther, let me
answer that. Of course, the language runs in the name of the
President, but the Secretary of Btate is the proper person
through whom the President acts in dealing with foreign nations.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Let me direct the attention of
the gentleman to the last two lines of that section, page 8.

Such steps
PAE icIim O A eperatios af the Htstes ot the DD wad tiaTaco e
of the world.

& That would seem to indicate the President is to invite the
tntes.

Mr. WINGO. Yes. ;

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Now, section 3, page 3, line T,
BAYS:

That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to all the States of the
Teion asking cooperation on their part.

Does that mean the Clerk of the House is to forward it or
the President?

Mr, WINGO. No. I think the Secretary of State will for-
ward it.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. To the States?

Mr, WINGO. Becretary of State Hughes, I presume, svill for-
ward them to the governors of the different States. That would
be the customary procedure to give each State notice officially
of ihe resolution. That is in forwarding to them copies,

The SPEAKHR. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr., WINGO. Will the gentleman yield mé one minute?

Mr. LANHAM. I yield the gentleman two minutes,

Mr. WINGO. That is all there is to it. Gentlemen, of course,
‘may be opposed to this and say that it is time for ecomomy,

These people are going to have this sesquicentennial. It was
essentially the proper place for this partieular character of
celebration—the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the
signing of the Declaration of Independence—and now shall we
say that we will step out and let these people privately cele-
brate that greatwevent in American history, or shall we take the
customary steps and notify the nations of the earth and the
States of the Union to participate and at the right time the
United States will make an exhibition commensurate with the
event as it has always done? That is the practical proposition
that confronts us.

AMr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO, I yield.

Mr. BUTLER. Suoppose that Congress should decline to ap-
prove this, then it would lose the great character that we de-
sire to give it?

Mr. WINGO. I will say to my friend I do not think there
is any possibility of that.

Mr. BUTLER. In order to make it a feature of our na-
tional life, of course Congress ought to approve it -

Mr. WINGO. Of course, when the appropriation comes in
you are going to have your difficulties.

Mr. BUTLER. I want to say to my friend that I have voted
for every appropriation of this kind, se far as I know.

Mr. McCLAUGHLIN of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that
in 1876 the money the Government loaned was repaid by the
committee?

Mr. WINGO. I think it was. My opinien is that it stands
out as a4 rare event in that regard.

Mr. DARROW. Mr, Speaker, I believe that no further argu-

ment is necessary to convince every Member of the House that
this resolution should pass, In 1876 Philadelphia planned and
carried through to a successful conclusion the first great expo-
gition in the United States. Philadelphia set a world standard
then which has been copied by other American cities. She now
proposes to set a new standard and fittingly celebrate the one
hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the signing of the Declara-
tion of Independence. There is mo question or dispute about
the time and place. The Nation was born in Philadelphia, The
declaration was signed there, and the old Liberty Bell that pro-
claimed the nmews still rests in Independence Hall. The First
Congress met there, There is no other plan to hold the sesqui-
centennial,
The Centennial Exposition in 1876 was a financial success.
1t was also a great asset for the entire Nation. We propose to
make the sesquicentennial to be held in 1926 the greatest inter-
national exposition the world lias ever known. All that we are
asking now is that you grant us the necessary recognition by
the passage of this resolution.

There has been some discussion about the site. This reso-
lution fixes the Fairmount Park and parkway site. Fairmount
Park is one of the largest and meost beautiful parks in fthe
world. It covers over 4,000 acres and brings the fair to the
very center of the city. This is all owned by the city of Philn-
delphia. The only additional ground to be used is a very small
strip on the banks of the Schuylkill River, which is now being
condemned for park purposes and to further beautify this won-
derful site.

We do not ask for money now, but the time will come when
Congress will be glad to avail itself of this great opportunity
and make a liberal appropriation. We may have to restrain
your generosity rather than beg for funds.

Nineteen hundred and twenty-six is far emough from the
war to have healed many of the wounds of the war, but near
enough to it to make the nations want to get together in
amity and good will. It is proposed to make the fair educa-
tional and show the wonderful advancement in human endeavor
during the past 50 years; in short, to make it the most attrac-
tive and greatest exposition the world has ever seen.

I hope the resolution will pass unanimously. [Applause.]

Mr, CONNOLLY of Pennsylvania, WIill the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. DARROW. I will

Mr. CONNOLLY of Pennsylvania. Reference has been made
to the State of Pennsylvania not offering any ald as yet. Is
it not true that the legislature does not meet until next
January?

Mr. DARROW. Yes; and the last legislature did approve
and created a State commission to cooperate with a commis-
sion appointed by the city.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess]. -

Mr., FESS. Mr, Speaker, the sentiments just expressed by
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. FamrreLn] are my senti-
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ments, and T wish to publicly indorse the proposal to assist in
the celebration of this historic event.

I now wish to call attention to an item in the committee’s
report that I mentioned a moment ago as to the growth of the
English-speaking population. The item states that in 1776
there were in the Colonies 10,000,000 people that spoke the
English language. That, of course, is an error. 1 have read
gomewhere that when “Bobbie” Burns wrote there were
10,000,000 people who spoke the English language. I think that
is a correct statement. The reports in 1801 show considerably
less than that number in England and Wales. That was five
years before the adoption of the Declaration of Independence.
The remarkable fact is the growth of this language since that
day, especially when compared with other langnages. There
are more than 150,000,000 people throughout the world who
are to-day speaking the English language. It is heard in every
civilized country in the world, including the islands of the
sea. It is difficult to accurately state the number with any
degree of exactness. One of the most remarkable observations
to be made is in the Orient, where in various centers you can
not only hear the English language spoken to-day, but you can
read publications printed in English for perusal by the inhabi-
tants,.some of whom do not read the ancient language of their
native country, while many of the educated natives have learned
to both read and speak English.

The time is already here when English has not only become
the commercial language of the world, but it is rapidly becom-
ing the diplomatic language, and will continue to be more so
as the days come and go.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. I was interested in the gentleman'’s
statement that there are only 150,000,000 people speaking the
English language. It is fair to assume that there are 100,-
000,000 in the United States who speak it. Now, there are
English-speaking people all over the world.

Mr. FESS. The gentleman’s statement that there are 100~
000,000 people in the United States speaking the English lan-
guage is not correct.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. If you mean speaking it correctly,
of course that is true.

Mr. FESS. No; I do not mean speaking it correctly. There
are many people in the United States who do not speak it in
any form. That is one of the problems of the country which
will ultimately be solved.

Mr, BLAND of Indiana. I have been told by the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. Famrierp] that there are 10,000,000 of those,

Mr. FESS. However, the time will come, T will say to my
friend, when there will not be many, if any, people in the United
States who will not speak it. That result is assured through our
common-school system. The growth of this language is one of
the most phenomenal things, not only in the history of eth-
nology but in the history of civilization.

An ethnological map of the world will show English as the
vernacular language in the British Isles, in all North America,
Australia, New Zealand, and Southern Africa. If is the leading
foreign language, or what might be styled as the second lan-
guage in western Europe outside of the British Isles, Mexico,
southern South Amerieca, portions of south and eastern Africa,
and the oriental countries, including China and Japan. It is
spoken to some extent, but not as a second language, in Russia,
the Near East countries, India, west coast of South America,
and the islands of the sea. It has really reached the * Seven
Seas " of classical history. Its comparative growth compels ad-
miration.

Reports by scholars show that in 1900 there were from
150,000,000 to 160,000,000 people speaking English. A con-
gervative statement made not long ago asserts that more than
150,000,000 people speak the English, 120,000,000 the German,
90,000,000 the Russian, 60,000,000 the French, 55,000,000 the
Spanish, and 40,000,000 of each Italian and Portuguese. When
considered in percentage of growth, the English has surpassed
all other languages. If the rate of growth since the year 1800
igs continued, it is estimated that by the end of the present cen-
tury there will be 1,100,000,000 people speaking the langnage.

In view of this expansion the question is at once raised
whetlier English is to become a world language. Dr. Brander
Matthews, one of the best authorities on the subject, believes
that a world language may be possible. He also believes that
it will not be either the French or the German. With him most
of the scholars of the day agree. The French has had its
chance and has failed. The German, although a very vigorous
tongue, as shown by its growth, is not a contender for the place.
The BEnglish more than doubles the French and is far beyond

tr];tle German ; its expangion in the last ecentury is quite remark-
able.

It is supported by two of the most energetic, determined, and
enterprising nationalities of history; nations best designed for
linguistic growth. It possesses elements of growth not pos-
sessed by other languages. It is a combination of Romance and
Teutonic tongues. These go to the people who speak rather than
the language spoken.

The Anglo-Saxons are less tied to the soil. Like the Hebrew,
he is more given to enterprise which seeks new lands. As a
world trader his wares are found in every port of the world.
Modern industrialism by aid of the agencies of communication
are making the world but a neighborhood. The application of
electricity permits the resident of Hongkong to read at his
breakfast table the latest news of his American neighbor's
activities on the other side of the world, while both in common
observe the doings of the balance of the world. This relation-
ship invites, if it does not demand, an international language,
which is believed by more and more to be the English. Recent
spasms for a newly constructed language are recalled. No artifi-
cial language is likely to ever develop to supply such necessity.
On the other hand, English is supported for such position, first,
by ease with which it is learned; =econd, the literature which
appeals to the educated of all the world; third, character
of the Anglo-Saxon people in trade ability, which compels inter-
communication ; and, fourth, the spread of this language through
the agencies of commerce, which has already made it the ver-
nacular in two great nationalities and the second language in
much of the world.

Our own country has long been known as the greatest train-
ing field for the spread of this tongue. Af a very early period
we adopted the common-school system, and later made publie
eduecation compulsory. To our land come almost every nation-
ality of the earth, bringing with them their own vernacular.
At an early period many of these vernaculars were the only
language spoken by them. But through the agency of the public
schools English entered these homes, and in many if not most
cases in time entirely supplanted the native tongue. Omne by
one the language of the immigrant gave way to the langunge
of the country of adoption. In this way this country has become
a great training place for the spread of English in other lands.

For some years there has been growing up a strong sentiment
not only to make English the language taught in the public schools,
but to refuse the use of public funds to teach any other. This
sentiment is grounded upon the growing belief that by immi-
gration dangerous dogmas are being imported into the country
and promulgated through a foreign tongue.

During the World War this fear was greatly augmented and
gave a new impetus to a demand for English as the one lan-
guage to be taught. There is a cultural value in the study of
other languages which will not be underestimated.

The position of the United States before the world, linked
with the power and influence of the British Empire in all mat-
ters international, will generate a new impetus for making Eng-
lish the diplonfatic language as it has long ago become the
commercial language of the world. The recent arms confer-
ence in Washington is a comment upon this statement.

With the inevitable cumulative importance of econontie
America to the world, her far-reaching influence on the spread
of popular government among other peoples which demands a
greater regard for popular education, the language spoken by
the citizens of the Republie, representing almost every nation
of the earth, will be further stimulated through gelf-interest of
the nations associated with us. i

International trade is an established accomplishment. Such
trade is nfost largely under the direction of the nations who
speak English, As this commerce expands throughout the world
s0 will the language of commerce grow, until it may become the
world language. Its growth is one of the phenomena of modern
civilization. X

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that all who have spoken on the House joint resolution
be entitled to revise and extend their remarks. |

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent that all who have spoken:on the House joint
resolution be granted unanimous consent to revise and extend
their remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana
to suspend the rules and pass the resolution.

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the resolution was
passed.
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of
the following title:

S.539. An act to further amend an act entitled ** An act to
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as amended.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not know
whether it is too late now or not, but I want to call the atten-
tion of the House and that of the chairman to the fact wnat
there is a misspelled word in this bill—the word * anniver-
sary "—that ought to be corrected, in line 2 of page 3. I
intended to call attention to it before, Mr., Speaker, but I did
not do so.

The SPEAKER. That can be corrected in the Senate.

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. Very well

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next hill.

ESTABLISHMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLE RURAL ROUTES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 8927) authorizing establishment of rural
roufes of from 86 to 75 miles in length.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. WALSH. T ask that the bill be reported, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it endcied, eto., That hereafter the Postmaster General is author-
ized, in his discretion, to establish motor vehicle rural routes of not
less than 36 miles nor of more than 75 miles in length, carriers serving
such routes who furnish and maintain their own motor wehicles to
receive compensation of not less than $2,160 and not more than $2,600
per annum, to be based upon the length of the routes, in accordance
with a schedule of compensation to be fixed by the Postmaster General.

Mr, WALSH. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I
would like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota how much
of an increase this would be for a earrier who now has a
50-mile route if it were extended beyond the limit?

Mr., STEENERSON. Beyond the maximum it would be so
much per mile. They are authorized for 36 miles. The com-
pensation is substantially the same per mile as it is now, only
when the rate is lengthened I think it is $10 less than it
would be to pay the same rate. I have the figures and tables
over in my office, but I did not bring them with me. My
recollection is that for a maximum route, 75 mliles, the rate
per mile is just the same as it is now.

The table is as follows:

Motor-vehicle routes are from 50 to 75 miles In length, and this
bill does not propese to change that. The maximum compensation
is $2,600. The maximum horse-drawn vehicle route is 36 miles, nnd
if this bill becomes a law the authority will be given to lengthen this
kind of a route n? to 49 miles. The pay for a standard horse-drawn
route, so called, is $1,800 and $30 for each additlonal mile, If it
should be extended to 49 miles, or 25 miles additional to the 24
miles, the compensation would be $2,550 and $30 for each additional
mile above 24, .

In any case this will enable the department to scrve parties who
are now dexied service. The compensation for horse-drawn rontes is
fixed by statute, but the motor-vehicle route carrier's pay is left to
the department, except that a maximum of $2,600 ls prescribed.

Mr. WALSH. Is the gentleman satisfied that we are going
to get eflicient mail service on a route of 75 miles in length
with motor equipment?

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. This is a departmental bill which
was sent down, and we held hearings on it, and we are unani-
mous in the opinion that there are such routes in the country
where that would be practicable,

Mr. WALSH., This would permit the rearrangement of all
existing routes if this bill passes, would it not?

Mr. STEENERSON,; No. The maximum is 75 miles now.

Mr. WALSH. I understand the maximum is 50 miles.

Mr. STEENERSON. No. That is the minimum. This is to
bridge the gap between 36 miles and 50 miles. They want to
arrange it so that the route that is now 36 miles can be ex-
tended to 50 miles.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Is this
going to disturb the existing routes?

Mr. STEENERSON. No; but it will allow them to rearrange
routes. <

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Let us see about that. Let us sup-
pose some particular town where there are six routes running
out of it now, Is it proposed, if it is possible to do so0, to ex-
tend some of those routes and take in more territory and abolish
some of them, or how do you expect to make these routes?

Mr. STEENERSON. There are places where the space be-
tween the maximwm of what is called the horse-drawn route of
36 miles and 50 miles as the minimum of a motor route can not
very well be bridged without a rearrangement.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. What I want to know is whether
you are going to abolish some rural routes by this bill?

Mr. STEENERSON. I do not know that we will abolish
them, but we will rearrange some of them,

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Then you may get the service all
bungled up as it was in the last administration.

Mr. ROACH, Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. ;

}M;-. ROACH. Does this involve a readjustment of the sala-
ries

Mr. STEENERSON. No. They will get the same,

Mr. WALSH, The language of the bill is that hereafter “ the
Postmaster General is authorized to establish in his discretion
motor-vehicle rural routes of not less than 36 miles or more
than 75 miles in length.” Now it is just a matter of discretion
with the Postmaster General as to where he will establish those
routes, whether he will consolidate existing routes or establish
new routes. It is left to the Postmaster General.

Mr, ROACH. He has that discretion now,

Mr. WALSH. The discretion now is that he ean not have a
motor-vehicle route of less than 50 miles in length. Now he
may have 30 miles.

Mr, STEENERSON. I will say to the genfleman that the
service of the people along the route is not changed, :

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes.

Mr. HULL. This gives practical discretion to the Postmaster
General to change the number of routes, and he could change
six routes into three, if he desires, by this bill, could he not?

Mr. STEENERSON. I could not say whether he conld or not,

Mr. HULL. I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. The Clerk will report
the next bill,

LAC DU FLAMEEAU BAND OF LAKE SUPERIOR CHIPPEWAS, WISCONSIN,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 6428) for the enrollment and allotment of
the members of the Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior
Chippewas, in the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes,

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I am going to object; but if the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RoacH] desires to make a state-
meift T will reserve it,

Mr. ROACH. I will ask the gentleman to reserve it.

Mr, WALSH. I reserve the right to object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts reserves
the right to object.

Mr, ROACH. Mr. Speaker, I do not know just what objection
the gentleman may have in mind against this bill, but for the
information of the gentleman and of the committee I wish to
state that this bill came to the Committee on Indian Affairs as
one of what might be called * clean-up bills" of the affairs of
the Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewas.

In 1903 there were about 45,000 acres of land allotted to
memibers of that band, and there is remaining about 24,400 acres
which is unallotied. It is proposed to allot this remaining
24,000 acres of land that is unallotted to the remaining members
of the tribe who have not had lands allotted to them. In other
words, the prinecipal number of those to whom this land will
be allotted are the new-born Indians, born since the allotment
was made in 1903. It is furthermore proposed to make a sale
of the timber on these unallotted lands; the proceeds of the sale
of this timber will be prorated and divided among these new-
born Indians.

Mr. WALSIHL. Did the committee have a hearing on this bill?

Mr. ROACH. Yes; and we had the Assistant Commissioner
of Indian Affairg before our subcommittee, of which I was
chairman, He stated the facts in relation to the bill substan-
tially as I have just been stating them to the gentleman. The
legislation meets with the approval of the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs, with the amendment proposed by the committee,
and has the approval of the committee.

Mr. WALSH. This imposes duties and responsibilities upon
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Indian Office, does
it not?

Mr. ROACH. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. The Bureau of Indian Affairs have not sub-
mitted any written report. I understand the gentleman that
the assistant commissioner appeared before the committee and
in response to inquiries stated that he favored the bill?

Mr. ROACH. There were two letters written by the com-
missioner to Chairman Sxypes, The first letter, in my opinion,
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did not amount to a recommendation one way or the other, and
when the bill was referred to the subcommittee of which I was
chairman, I’ called upon the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to
make a direct recommendation upon this legislation. While his
second letter to me might easily have been construed to be &
recommendation, yet it was not a recommendation in so many
words, and’ I therefore called upon Mr. Meritt to come before
our committee and state to the committee in plain terms
whether the Commissioner of Indian Affairs did or did not ap-
prove and recommend this legislation. He therenpon stated
that he had intended to make it eclear in his second letter to

the committee that he did approve it and recommend it, and so |

testified before the snbcommittee.

Mr: STAFFORD: Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROACH. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin,

Mr. STAFFORD. What were the objections raised by the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs originally to this bill?

Mr. ROACH. As I recall it, there never have been any objec-
tions to the legislation on the part of the Commissioner of
Indian - Affairs.

Mr. STAFFORD. Then do I understand that the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs had' difficulty in expressing himself in
the two letters which he wrote and in stating whether he did
or did not approve of the legislation?

Mr. ROACH. He did not appear to -have any difficulty, and
it is possible that I may have been overeritieal in the matter.
It is a bill in which I have no persenal interest, but I did not’
want to' repert’ the legislation to the House unless I knew it
had the approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

Mr. WALSH. Forty-five thousand seven hundred and twenty-
- gix aeres have already been allotted, and it is proposed to allot:
24,000 acres more to 450 Indians?

Mr; ROACH. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. What will become of the Indians who are
born after this allotment is made?

Mr. LAYTON. That is the question that T. was about to ask,

Mr. ROACH. This will complete the roll of that band of
Indians and close up the affairs of that particular tribe, and
it is in accordance with the policy of the Indian Bureaun to do
that. .

Mr: WALSH. Have these Indians reached a- fair stage of
civilization, or do they still maintain tribal relations?

Mr. ROACH. The eondition of this particnlar tribe of In-
dians is more clearly set forth in the report which I filed than
I can state personally to the gentleman.

Mr. WALSH. I have read the report, and. there is nothing
gaid in it about the degree of their civilization. I reserve the
right to object, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROACH. I yield to the gentleman from Delaware.

Mr. LAYTON. I assume that this Lac du Flambeau Band
of Indians had certain lands given them by Federal enactment
and that these lands belong to them. Is that true?

Mr. ROACH. Yes. It is my information- that there were
originally in this reservation 45,000 acres which were allotfed,
in addition to the 24,000 acres which it is now intended to allot.

Mr. LAYTON. They got this land by Federal enactment?

Mr. ROACH. Yes: but the allotments have never been com-
pleted to the individual Indians, except the 45,000 acres already
allotted,

Mr. LAYTON. By law there were so many thousand acres of
land given to this band.

Mr. ROACH. Yes.

Mr. LAYTON. Why was it that. when they began to allot
the land they did not make a complete allotment?

Mr. ROACH. I presume the allotment was complete at that
date.

Mr. LAYTON. If it was complete;, what is the meaning of
this bill? Have some of them died?

Mr. ROACH. No; there have been a large number of In-
dians born in the tribe since that date, and it is proposed by
this legislation to take care of those new-born Indians by the
allotment of the remainder of this tract of land. .

Mr. LAYTON. Do I understand that when land has been
allotted to an Indian and he dies his children do not succeed
to the title of the property allotted to kim? Is that what the
gentleman means?

Mr. ROACH. No; I did not mean to convey that impression.

Mr. LAYTON. If it was allotted, why do not the children
inherit?

Mr. ROACH. I presume as a matter of fact they would in
that sort of a case.

Mr. LAYTON. I do not understand the object of this legis-
Tation.

Mr. WALSH. I notice that the hill carries a. provision to
sell at the current market value the merchantable timmber on the
lands allotted and distribute it per capita to the members of the
band enrolled under the provisions of the act, provided the
Secretary of the Interior finds them competent to manage their
own affairs, and that of the amount now on deposit derived
from the sale of tribal timber $50,000 shall be distributed
among the members enrolled as early as practicable affer the
approval of the roll' as herein provided. Are not these Indians
heingm?vr;}perly taken care of by the Indian Bureau under exist-

Mr. ROACH. I presume they are; but just what particular
bearing that would have on closing up their affairs in the
manner provided in this bill' I am unable to see. Here are

. 24,000 acres of land unallotted, with a certain amount of timber;

which is to be sold and the proceeds divided and' allotted to

the allottees entitled to the money; in order to make the distri-
. bution equitable with that' made te the other Indians it is pro-
- posed’ to add to it the $50,000. :

Mr. LAYTON.
they can spend it.
Mr. ROACH. It is not proposed to pay the meney over to the

If the money is distributed to the Indians

' Indians; the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to do that

' want to say a word.

when they are competent to manage their own affairs. It per-
mits thie Indian ageney to close up the affairs of the Lae du
Flambeau Indians in the manner suggested by tlie terms of’
this legislation.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. WALSH. I yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. This is the most valuable timberland in
the State of Wisconsin, If this bill. passes it provides for the
denuding of those forest lands around the. Fiambeau Lake
and Reservation, and pay the meney out to the Indians, and
who Knows how soon these Indians will have need. of assistance
by the Government?

Mr. WALSH. They always are in need, and the more you de
for them the more you have to.

Mr. STAFFORD. Why is it necessary, when these Indians
have $24.000 in the Treasury to their credit, to authorize these
lands to be cut over and sell the timber?

Mr. ROACH. That is an inguiry the gentleman should ad-
dress to the Secretary of the Interior. It seems to be the policy.
of the department, but whether it is a good or a bad policy I
am not familiar enough with the matter to answer. That has
been determined by the department to be its policy and to be
in the interest of the Indians to do it.

Mr. STAFFORD. But the Secretary of the Interior is au-
thorized to cut down mature timber and sell it for the Indians,
and why should not that policy be continued?

_Mr. LAYTON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WALSH. I yield.

Mr. LAYTON. Is the committee in pessession of any infor-
mation that these 450 Indians need the passage of this bill in
order to provide them food and clothing, sustenance or housing,
or anything of tliat sort at this time?

Mr, ROACH. No; we have no information of that character,
but we have information that the Commissioner of Indian Af-
fairs desires to close up the affairs of the Laec dao Flambean
Band of" Indians and comiplete and make final the roll} and it is
necessary to have this legislation in order to do it. That is the
theory upon which the legislation was reported from the com-
mittee.

My, CARTER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WALSH. I yield.

Mr. CARTER. In reply to the gentleman from Delaware I
I have looked at this: bill hurriedly and
can not make any comments as-to bow tightly it is drawn. The
purpose is to:allot the Lac du Flambeau Indians:. That is the
policy of the Indian Bureau:in working out the Indian problem.
The Indian problem can not be scived and' worked out until
the lund is allotted to the Indian and be becomes: the individual
owner, I take it tlat the prineiple of the bill is to: allot the
land in order that they be individualized® and the department
freed from the community or tribal ownership and the title
going to the individual.

Mr. LAYTON. Why was not this land all allotted ; why was
it allotted in part at one time and then come liere with a propo-
gition for ancther allotment?’

Mr. CARTER. I do not know why in this case, but that is
quite-often done. There are good reasons for it. For instance,
the department does not know in making the roll just how many
Indians they are going to find. They begin the allotment, and
before they finish: making the rolll or when they finish, they
find they have not so many on the roll as they expected, and they
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have land left over, They do not enroll as many Indians as
they thought they would, and they have land left over, but
whether that was the case here I do not know.

In a great many instances lands are reserved for timber pur-
poses and mineral purposes, and afterwards it is found that
they are not valuable for timber or mineral purposes, and then
there is an additional allotment.

Mr. LAYTON. Does the gentleman mean to say that after
the operations of the Indian Bureau all these years there is
no very accurate census as to how many Indians there are in
these tribes?

Mr. CARTER. In a great ntany instances rolls have been
completed and in others they have not. The gentleman will
see in a moment that that could not be done with some tribes
until you get to the point where you begin the allotment of
land. Every year a great number are born and a great number
die. You commenced to make the allotment of land in 1910
and you do not allot the land until 1915. In the meantime a
lot of them that were placed on the rolls in 1910 have died,
and there have been others born, so the roll has to be remade
for a new allotment.

Mr. LAYTON. It seems to me if that is the case you would
have to have a new alletment every year.

Mr. WALSH. Mr, Speaker, I do not think the necessity for
the completing of these rolls and making a new allotment as
proposed in this bill is such as to require us to pass this legis-
lation now, and I object.

TO ADJUST ACCOUNTS OF CERTATN DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR

OFFICERS,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 7764) authorizing the accounting officers of
the Treasury to adjust certain accounts of certain diplomatic
and consular officers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GraAuAM of Illinois). Is
there objection to the present consideration of the bill?

Mr., WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
want a little information as to the necessity for the legislation.
The report simply states that the committee has considered
the matter and reported it back.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr, Speaker, if there is no objection I
would like to have the bill passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to passing
the bill over without prejudice?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
will the gentleman in the meantime have incorporated in the
Recorp or presented as a sort of supplementary report some
real reasons why the bill should be considered, so that the
Members of the House may have them before them when the
bill is next considered? .

Mr. ACKERMAN. I have asked the Treasury officials to
give me that information. They have not as yet furnished it,
but when they do, I shall be very glad to do that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to passing
the bill over without prejudice?

There was no objection.

RETIREMENT OF CERTAIN CIVIL SERVICE EMPLOYEES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R, 11407) to amend an act entitled “An act for
the retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and
for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I notice in reading the report that these employees are to
be excepted under a proposed Executive order.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes; they are. They are to be excepted
from the proposed Executive order, They are not to be in-
cluded within the Executive order which will be issued shortly.

Mr. STAFFORD. The report says that practically all of
the employees who may receive the benefits of the legislation
are specifically excluded under the terms of a proposed Execu-
tive order now under consideration by the President.

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes; and for this reason: The.retirement
law provides for classes running from A to F, with maximum
and minimum annuities, and provides for the method of com-
puting the annuity of each person entitled to an annuity falling
within the class. People having less than $600 wonld, if they
were included within the terms of the retirement law by the
Executive order, receive an annuity in excess of what they
are entitled to, and in some cases even in excess of their pres-
ent pay. Therefore, in justice and In reasonableness they
could not be included within the Executive order. For in-
stance, take the case of a charwoman in the Bureau of Pen-
sions who has been working there for 22 years and who is now

83 years of age. She gets $240 a year., If she
mum in the class to which she belongs, she would get $252 a
year annuity, thereby getting more money as annuity than
she does when working. Manifestly that is impracticable,
This bill merely provides that they are included within the
terms of the retirement law, but that in no case shall they get
in excess of what a computation of their pay would entitle
them to exclusive of the minimum. In other words, this woman
would get $100 a year instead of $252 a year.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman inform
the House why this class of employees was not included in the
bill the gentleman reported?

Mr. LEHLBACH. Because the bill when originally passed
contemplated the permanent employees of the Government,
and those in the main are under the civil service, The original
law provides that those in ecivil service and certain other em-
ployees, specifying them, shall be within the terms of the act,
but it did not take in laborers who may be permanent, but who
are not under civil service. The laborers who are permanent
are to be included in the Executive order, provided it wil’ no”
throw them out of line in the annuity that they will receive;
in other words, those who receive over $600 a year. This bill
will take care of the few scrub women and gimilar employees who
are about to lose their positions, particularly in the Department
of the Interior, and probably in other public buildings in the
city of Washington, who ought to get something like $8 or $1¢
a month after 20 or 30 or 40 years’ service after reaching the
age of 70 or 80.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rose largely because of tli-
statement in the report which the gentleman has explaine”
satisfactorily. T withdraw the reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk reported the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 2 of the act entitled “An act for
the retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for other
purposes,” approved May 22, 1920, is hereby amended by inserting
after the seventh paragraph the following:

* Class G shall include charwomen, laborers, and other employees
whether clagsified or unelassified, who are employed on a regular annual
basis and whose basic salary, pay, or compensation is at a rate less
than $600 per annum. The annuity to any retired employee shall be
determined according to the methed prescri in the foregoing sched-
ules, except that mo annuity shall hereafter be granted to exceed the
fer cent nor the maximum provided for the Nsﬁ)ective period of service,
t is proyided that this class of employees shall otherwise be subject to
the provisions of the act of May 22, 1920,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, LEHLBACH, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

DRAINAGE SYSTEM FOR PIUTE INDIAN LANDS, NEVADA,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 10211) authorizing an appropriation to
meet proportionate expenses of providing a drainage system
for Piute Indian lands in the State of Nevada, within the New-
lands reclamation project of the Reclamation Service.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
have some explanation of that.

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I see tliat neither of
the gentlemen in charge of the bil] whose names are on the
calendar are here to-day.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman have any objection to
passing this over without prejudice?

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I understand that it is quite im-
portant that action be had on the matter.

Mr. WALSH. This authorizes an appropriation of som
$40,000 for drainage in connection with certain Piute Indian
lands. What are they goilng to utilize the land for?

Mr, LEATHERWOOD., The Indian lands in question lie
contiguous to certain lands included within the Newlands rec-
lamation project in the State of Nevada. In fact, a portion of
the land is almost surrounded by the project lands—I mean a
portion of the Indian lands. It was shown in the hearings
before the committee that a considerable area of the Newlands
project has become waterlogged and it is necessary to organize
a drainage district and drain those lands if they are to be of
any value,

Mr. WALSH. This is that bill where the repayment is to
be made, the Government is to be reimbursed in accordance
with the existing law?

got the mini-
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Mr. LEATHERWOOD. Exactly. The original construction
charge amounted to something like $20 an acre. This would
increase the charge to the Indians about $10.15. They are
amply able to meet that additional assessment as provided by
law upon the acreage which will be included under this act.
It is further impertant for this reasom—that if you leave out
the Indian lands they would be getting the benefit of some-
thing to which they ought to contribute; that is, their lands
ought to contribute their preportiomate share. Neither is it
possible to carry through the drainage distriet without practl-
cally draining this Indian land.

Mr. WALSH. I did net recall the bill at first, Mr. Speaker,
and I am very glad the geutleman made the explanation, and
I withdraw my reservation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill.

’I‘hc Clerk read as rollow5°

it enacted, ete., t there is hereby authorized to be appro-
Eiated. out of any rnone;f in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
e sum of $49,603.05, payable in 20 annual installments of $2, 500
except tha last, which shall be the amount remaining unpaid,
!or he purpose of meeting the proportionate e se of providing a
drainage system for 4,887 acres of Plute Indian lands in the State of
Nevada, within the Newlands project of the Reclamation Bervice.
The money herein Pproprtated shall be reimbursed in accordance
with the provisions of law applicable to sald Indian lands.
The committee amendments were read as follows:

4 341 o orige 5, strike ont * $49,603.00 " and insert in lien thereof
e fﬂ 1. line 18, strike out “ $2,500" and Ilnsert inm liem thereof

Pﬁxe 1, lne 9, strike out " 4,887" and insert In liem thereof
“ 4047

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last
word. I just want to ask the gentleman having the bill in
charge if the words * authorized to be"” ought net to be in-
cluded after the word “ herein,” page 2, line 3, so as to make
it conmsistent with the first section, which is an authorization
for an appropriation?

Mr., LEATHERWOOD. To what line does the gentleman
refer

Mr. BRIGGS. Line 3, page 2, after the word * herein™ in-
sert the words * authorized to be,” se it will read, * the money
herein authorized to be appropriated.”

Mr. LEATHERWOOD. I think that would add te it.

Mr, BRIGGS. I offer that amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Brices: Page 2 line 3, after the word
“ herein " insert the words “ authorized to

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
the third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. LearHERWOOD, & motion to reconsider the
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

SALE OF SURPLUS POWER, SALT RIVER RECLAMATION PROJECT, ARIZ,

The next business in order on the Unanimous Consent Calen-
dar was the bill (H. R. 10248) to amend the act of April 16, |
1906, and the act of February 24, 1911, relative to the lease of |
surplus electric power on Federal irrigation projects.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr, Speaker, I hope that T cun convince the
gentleman from Wisconsin that the bill ought to pass to-day
if the gentleman will permit me to briefly explain the merits of
the measure.

Mr. STAFFQRD. I do not wish to deprive the gentleman of
an explanation of the bill. I have considered it and think it is
rather an important bill to be considered on the Unanimous Con-
sent Calendar, and further, I question the pelicy of going inte
leaseholds for 50 years for water-power purposes as provided
by this bilL

Mr. HAYBIJ]N Under existing law Jeases of power privileges
or for the of surplus power may be made on any Federal
reclamation project for a period of 10 years except upon the
Rio Grande project, where the law authorizes leases for not to
exceed 50 years. .

Mr, STAFFORD. I am well aware of that fact,

Mr. HAYDEN. This bill merely places the Salt River proj-
ect on a parity with the reclamation project in Texas and New

Mexico that I have mentioned. Fifty-year leases are also
authorized by the Federal water power act.

.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 have difficulty in bringing myself over
te a position of voting for a policy of allowing ether persons to
develop water power to be reimbursed from the use of the power
for o period of 50 years.

Mr. HAYDEN. The report on this bill shows that certain
mining companies, in order to obtain surplus hydroelectric power
from the Salt River project, advanced $430,000 for the construc-
tion of trdnsmission lines. Under a contract approved by the
Secretary of the Interior the companies will be reimbursed for
this outlay within a period of 10 years by taking their pay in
power. The development of other power units is now planned
but the expense will be so great that a mueh longer period of
time is necessary in which to repay the cost by this method.

Mr. STAFFORD. I doubt whether any Congress should tie
itself up to a 50-year lease, I knew we have done it in one
instance, and then we are to do it in two, and then a third, and

80 On.

Mr. HAYDEN. The National Government, as a matter of
fact, now has nothing to do with the operation of the Salt River
project. It has been completed. the total cost has been fixed,
and the water users under the project have entered into a
contract to repay the amount agreed upon within a period of
20 years. All that this legislation would do will be to allow four
million and a half or five million dollars to be expended on
power plants and transmission lines, the title to which will re-
main in the Government as additional security for the $9,000,000,
which the wuater users have promised to pay to the United
States. The Federal Government has everything to gain and

to lose by the enactment of this bill inte law.

Mr, STAFFORD. 1 think, if T sleep over this twoe weeks,
perhaps I may be able to bring myself around to the frame of
mind of the author of the bill. In the meantime I am not
willing-to give my eonsent to it now.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wiscongin? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

SMALL CLATMS ON UNSURVEYED LAND, NEW MEXICO,

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (8. 2014) to provide for the settlement
of small holding claims on unsurveyed land in the State of
New Mexico.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to inquire of the gentleman reporting it what ad-
ditional privilege is granted by the present bill to that found in
existing law, in section 16 of the act of March 3, 18017

Mr. MONTOYA. Simply an extension of the time in which
to make the survey and the proof.

Mr. STAFFORD. I call the gentleman's attention to the
fact that under section 16, to which I have just referred, the
provision of that law except the applicability to any city
lot, tewn lot, village lot, farm lot, and the like, which this
bill does not. Now, the gentleman states as his reason that
it extends it two years. As I read this section, there is noth-
ing that limits the right of the Interior Department to pro-
vide surveys in consonance with granting a patent to those
who have occupied the land for 20 years in proseriptive right.

Mr. MONTOYA. The opinion is that it does not affect the
enactment of the act of May 16, 1921,

Mr. STAFFORD. T think it would in this enactment, in view
of the enactment of March 3, 1891.

Mr. MONTOYA. We had important land claims that were
closed up in 1895, I believe, and the law gave authority to the
board of private land claims to pass opon Mexican land
grants that were acquired by the Mexican Government, and also
small possessions of land under the same title as grants that
settlers have had there from time immemorial, before the
American occupation. The court did not reach all of these
claims, and since that court closed enactments have been made
extending the time, so that these, what we call “small hold-
ings,” which we have only in the State of New Mexico, shall
have the time in which to make full proof and have the land
surveyed.

Mr. STAFFORD. As I read section 16, there is no limit of
time as to the effect of that section, nor does the court of pri-
vate land claims have any applieability fo it.

Mr. MONTOYA. The Secretary of the Interior told me that
the section should be reenacted for the purpose of giving the
people time,

Mr. STAFFORD. Wonld the gentlemman have any objection
to passing it over for two weeks?

Mr, MONTOYA. I would like to have it arranged now, in-
asmuch as I may not be here in two weeks. That would be the
only objection.
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Mr. STAFFORD, Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
have the bill passed over for two weeks,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to have the bill passed without prejudice. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk
will report the next bill.

POLLUTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS. »

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was House Joint Resolution 297, authorizing and re-
questing the President of the United States to call a conference
of maritime nations with a view to the adoption of effective
means for the prevention of pollution of navigable waters by
oil-burning and oil-carrying steamers by the dumping into such
waters of oil waste, fuel oil, oil sludge, oil slop, tar residue,
and water ballast.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, the enacting phraseology is much broader than the pre-
amble. I have a doubt in my mind whether or not the phrase-
ology in the preamble would limit the full scope of the activities
of this proposed commission fo pass upon the question of pre-
venting pollution of navigable waters of all character, by any
means whatsoever.

Mr. APPLEBY. I think I can answer the gentleman. This
resolution was drawn after numerous hearings before the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. The original resolution was referred
to the State Department, and that department after making
some minor changes in phraseology approved the resolution as
it now stands.

Mr. STAFFORD. I have in mind, not so much what the
gentleman has in mind in preventing the depositing of. refuse
oil so as to impair the bathing facilities on the New Jersey
coast as the health provisions on the Great Lakes. The steam-
ers on the Great Lakes deposit their spoils in the lake, affect-
ing the water that is used for drinking purposes. I am quite in
earnest in having this commission consider not only the effect
along the beaches of the New Jersey shore by reason of the
deposit of oil refuse from fuel-burning steamers but also the
deposit of spoil on the Great Lakes that prevenis the water
being fit for drinking purposes.

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, STAFFORD, I will,

Mr. LAYTON. The gentleman has a partial comprehension
of the purposes of this bill. While this depositing of oil, and so
forth, does interfere materially with the health of the people
and their pleasure during the summer time all down the
Atlantic coast and down as far as Sussex County, Del., where
‘1 live, that is not all; it has seriously destroyed more and
more the fish and the crabs, and all the piscatorial products of
the water,

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not wish it to apply only on the high
seas but to the Great Lakes, where we have the menace of
having the spoils from steamers, both Canadian and American,
deposited in the waters of the lakes,

Mr. LAYTON. Does not the gentleman think the Great
Lakes would be included in this?

Mr. APPLEBY. The condition referred to no doubt exists
in the Great Lakes. That would be a matter of a treaty with
Canada, taking the question up under a separate resolution.

Mr. STAFFORD. Canada is a part of the British Empire,
from last reports, and should be brought within the purview
of this conference, notwithstanding the Canadian Government
has declined the overtures of our Government for building that
great waterway, the St. Lawrence Canal.

Mr. APPLEBY. Mr. Speaker, my objection to that proposi-
tion is this. The matter of oil pollution has been before the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors since last June. This resolu-
tion is the outcome of information brought out before that
committee to the effect that any legislation enacted by Congress
would have jurisdiction for 8 miles out at sea only, and the sugges-
tion was made that an international conference be called upon
this subject. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign
Affairs, Mr. PorTer, will state to you that this resolution was
duly considered for three days by that committee, and that the
resolution as presented is the outcome of the deliberate hearings
upon the subject. Personally, I would not want any more delay
in the matter if it can be avoided,

I think the gentleman [Mr. Starrorn], if he has a resolution
on pollution pertaining to other parts of the country, viz, the
Great Lakes, he should introduce it and let it take the usual

course.

Mr. STAFFORD. If the genfleman will permit, the enact-
ing phraseology of the resolution that the gentleman is sponsor-
ing is broad enough to include the pressing case that I have

called to his attention and to the attention of the House. It is

not broad enough under the seashore feature of the resolution,

as embodied ‘in the preamble, about which the gentleman is so
much concerned, and which is the real eause for the gentleman
having introduced this resolution.

Mr. APPLEBY. I am not only interested in the seashore
feature of the resolution but also in the fishing and lumbering
industries of the country,

Mr, STAFFORD. Oh, we all know that this resolution had
its genesis by reason of the fact that some four or five years ago
the bathing beaches on the Jersey coast were impaired by oil and
coal-tar products in the water. I withdraw my objection to the
consideration of the resolution, but I think the phraseology of
the preamble ought also to cover the Great Lakes, whose waters
are contaminated by deposits of oil waste and human spoils
from steamers plying on the Lakes.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H, J. Res. 287) authorizing and reguesting the Presi-
dent of the United States to eall a conference of maritime nations
with a view to the adoption of effective means for the {vmention
of pollution of navigable waters by oil-burning and ol-cnrr}ltiaf

ol

steamers by the dumping into such waters of oll waste, fuel
- oil sludge, oil slop, tar residue, and water ballast,

Whereas the carcless casting of oil refuse into the sea from oil-
burning and oil-carrying steamers has become a serious menace to the
maritime and the fishing industries of the United States and other
countries : and :

Whereas the fire hazard created by the accumulation of floating
oil on the plles of plers and bulkheads into harbor waters is a grow-
ing source of alarm ; and

hereas most serious is the destruction of ocean fisheries result-
ing from the constant discharge into territorial waters of the waste
products of the oil used for fuel on muny steamers in place of coal,
which threatens to exterminate the food fish, oysters, clams, erabs,
and lobsters, which are a vital part of our various national food
supplies ; and : *

hereas the dumping .of this oil refuse is not only ruining the
bathing beaches situate on the territorial waters of the various coun-
tries, which during the summer attract hundreds of thousands of people
to the seashore resorts, but the depreciation in value of milllons of
dollars of sea shore prope is most alarming: and

Whereas this poliution takes place on the high seas as well as within
territorial waters: Now, therefore, be it

Resolped, ete., That the President is authorized and requested to eall
a conference of maritime nations with a view to the adoption of effec-
tive means for the prevention of pollution of navigable waters.

With a committee amendment :
On page 2, line 8, strike out the words “ anthorized and.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the House joint resolution.

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “ Joint resolution re-
questing the President of the United States to call a confer-
ence of maritime nations with a view to the adoption of effec-
tive means for the prevention of pollution of navigable waters
by oil-burning and oil-carrying steamers by the dumping into
such waters of oil waste, fuel oil, oil sludge, oil slop, tar residue,
and water ballast.”

On motion of Mr. AppLEBY, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the resolution was passed was laid on the table,

The SPEAKER., The Clerk will report the next bill.

EUPERINTENDENT OF LIBRARY BUILDING AND GROUNDS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 11393) to abolish the office of Superin-
tendent of Library Building and Grounds and to transfer the
dutieg thereof to the Architect of the Capitol and the Librarian
of Congress.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection.to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, resefving the right
to object, my colleague, Judge PARK, is interested in this mat-
ter, and he is unavoidably detained from attendance here to-day
on account of sickness in his family. He requested that I make
known that condition in the House and ask that this measure
be passed over without prejudice for two weeks.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has undertaken to recognize a
gentleman to make a motion to suspend the rules on this bill.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I was desiring not to object, but
merely reserved the right to object pending the making of the
statement.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill H. R. 11393,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill H. R, 11393, which the Clerk
will report.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the office of Superintendent of the Library
Bullding and Grounds is abolished on and after July 1, 1922, There-
after the Architect of the Capifol shall have charge of all structural
work at the Library Building and on the grounds, including all neces-
sary repairg, the operation, maintenance, and repair of the mechanical
plant and elevators, the care and maintenance of the grounds, and the

urchasing and supplylng of all furniture and equipment for the build-
ng. The employees required for the performance of the foregoing
duties shall be appointed by the Architect of the Capitol. All other
duties required to be performed by the Superintendent of the Library
Building and Grounds shall be performed thereafter under the diree-
tion of the Librarian of Congress, who shall appoint the employees
necessary therefor, The position of administrative assistant and dis-
bursing officer is hereby created in the Library of Congress, effective
on July 1, 1922, The salary of such position shall be at the rate of
$£3,000 per annum, and appointments thereto shall be made by the
librarian. The administrative assistant and disbursing officer sghall
disburse the appropriations for the Library of Congress and the Bo-
tanic Garden and shall perform such services In connection with the
duties hereby imposed upon the librarian as he may direct, and shall
give bond payable to the United States in the sum of $30,000, with
gureties approved bf the Becretary of the Treasury for the faithful
discharge of his duties.

Sme, 2. That all books, decuments, papers, furniture, and equipment
of the office of Superintendent of the Library Building and Grounds
shall be divided between and transferred to the Architect of the Capitol
agpd the Library of Congress on the basis of duties transferred.

8Ec. 3. Thaf the appropriation of $3,600 for the fiscal {mr 1923
for the salary of the Superintendent of the Library Bullding and
Grounds js made available for the payment of the salary of the ad-
ministrative assistant and disbursing officer at the rate of $3,000 per
annum during such fiscal year. All appropriations for the fiscal year
1923 for the Library Building and Grounds shall be apportioned be-
tween, transferred to, and made available for the Architect of the
Capito]l and the Library of Congress on the basls of duties transferred,
The appropriation for the fiscal year 1923 for printing and binding
for the Library of Congress shall be apportioned between the Library
of Congress and the Architect of the Capitol and that portion allotted
to the building and grounds shall be transferred to and made available
for the Architect of the Capitol. The appropriations and portions of
nfbpruprist[mm herein transferred to the Architect of the Capitol, and
all appropriations hereafter made to him on account of the Library
Building and Grounds shall be disbursed for that purpose in the same
manner as other appropriations under his control,

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I demand a second.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there ob-
Jection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is very simple in its terms.
It transfers the duties of the superintendent of the Library
Building to the Architect of the Capitol. It abolishes the office
of the superintendent of the Library Building and also permits
the continuance of his duties under the control of the Librarian
of Congress.

I think the Members of the House will recall that this office,
that of the superintendent of the Library Building, was created
at the time this Library Building was finished in 1897, and
the office was given to a very distinguished gentleman who had
long been identified with the construction of the building. But
since that time the office of the Architect of the Capitol has
been ereated and this position is no longer required, since the
same work that would be done by the architeet, if he had the
authority, is being done by another person, although the work
could very easily be done by the Architect of the Capitol. He
was asked to come before the committee to ascertain if he
could accept these duties without embarrassment to himself,
or whether it is possible for him to administer this work, and
he stated frankly that it could be done. The Librarian of Con-
gress was asked to come before the committee to ascertain his
judgment as to whether he could get along without the office
of the superintendent of the library, and he stated that it
could be very easily done, and that it might be more effi-
ciently done. So that as a matter of concentration of duty,
we thought it well to abolish the office and transfer the work
over to the Architect of the Capitol.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. Yes.

Mr. WATSON. How many places will be dispensed with,
probably, if this bill is passed?

Mr, FESS. The head of the office has already resigned. He
resigned in December. There is a vacancy there, but the duty
will be performed now under the Librarian through an as-
gistant who will be appointed.

Mr. WATSON. There will still be a superintendent?

Mr. FESS. There will be an assistant under the Librarian.

Mr. WATSON. Will the Government save by this bill?

Mr. FESS. I doubt whether the Government will save except
in efliciency. )

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; the Government will save. In the first
place the salary of the assistant to the librarian will be re-
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duced by $600 a year, and there are many people employed there
now in the physieal and mechanical work that will not be neces-
sary under Mr. Woods’s jurisdiction, because he already has
people who do that work for him.

Mr. FESS. I was not aware that these men could do that
work in addition, although I recall that the architect said that
office would be very glad to take it over.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUCE. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. GARNER. Who is filling the office of Superintendent of
the Library at the present time?

Mr. LUCE. 1 think the office has recently been filled by the
promotion of one of the assistants in the Library. That was
doue about two weeks ago.

Mr. GARNER. What is the name of the person appointed?

Mr, LUCE. 1 do not remember,

Mr. SISSON. A woman, is it not?

Mr. LUCE. A woman.

Mr. GARNER. And you are going to discontinue this office
and put its duties in the hands of some one else?

Mr. MADDEN, It is proposed to discontinue the office and
put the duties in the hands of Mr, Elliott Woods, the Architect
of the Capitol,

Mr. GARNER. I will say that you could not put those duties
in better hands; but I want to find out if you are displacing
some one who is now filling the place.

Mr. MADDEN. Yes,

Mr. GARNER. And what job are you going to give her?

Mr. MADDEN. We have not in mind any job for anybody.

Mr. GARNER. The administration seemed to be very much
terested in her in making this appointment, and I thought
mavbe you had some other place in view for her, in view of the
fact that you are not saving any money.

Mr. MADDEN. As far as we are concerned we have no job
in mind for anybody.

Mr, CRISP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr, CRISP. I know nothing about this bill except that one
of my colleagues, Judge PARk, toll me about it this morning.
As I understand, this Lill abolishes the office of Superintendent
of the Library?

Mr. FESS. It does,

Mr., CRISP. And transfers the duties formerly exercised
by the Superintendent of the Library to the Architect of the
Capitol, Mr. Elliott Woods?

Mr. FESS. Yes.

Mr, CRISP. Is it the intention to give Mr. Woods additional
employees to perform the duties that are now being performed
by the Superintendent of the Library, whose office is to be
abolished ?

Mr, FESS, T assume that there will be some one to do this
work. The author of the bill, the chairman of the Committee
on Appropriations [Mr. Mappex], has all the details in his
mind, and I yield to him,

Mr. MADDEN. What this bill does is to transfer the office
of the present superintendent of the Library over to the juris-
diction of Mr. Elliott Woods, Architect of the Capifol, and to
transfer with that authority the subordinate employees who may
be on the pay roll over there now to do the physical work that
they are required to do, but it does not transfer anybody in the
position of superintendent. Mr. Woods assumes that responsi-
bility and takes the place and performs the functions, and
whatever places are taken over will be simply the subordinate
places that must be continted in any event.

Mr. CRISP. 1 will say that I do not think there is a more
capable man than Mr. Woods to perform the duties that may be
intruosted to him.

Mr. LUCE.* Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FESS. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. LUCH. Mvr. Woods said this before the committee :

The question of taking on the work does not cut much figure. It
conld be done without any difficulty and without any additional em-
ployment so far as I can see, except in cuse of any special construec-
tion, where we would require a larger force in any event. Our forces
&rg g;:ﬁh at present that we are able to take care of the buildings on

Mr., LARSEN of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FESS. 1 yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. You have given what Mr. Woods
said. Did you have any hearings from the person actunally in
charge of the Library?

Mr. LUCE. We had.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. What was the statement of that
party, the superintendent, or whoever it is?

Mr. LUCE. If the gentleman will proceed, I will try to find
the statement of Mr. Putnam, the Librarian,
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Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. What saving, if ahy, in expense
will this proposed legislation result in?

Mr. FESS. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions thinks there will be a saving.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. How much?

Mr. FESS. I can not answer that.

Mr. MADDEN. It is hard to tell that, but what it does is to
systematize the work. It puts the jurisdiction of the mechani-
cal and construction and building work in the hands of an ex-
perienced man, who has the knowledge of what is to be done
and how to do it and when to do it, and he knows when a man is
needed and when he is not needed, and he will not have a man
there if it is not necessary to have him there, and he will be
able to reduce the force by a considerahle number if he is given
Jurisdietion. Besides that, it- coordinates the work. It puts
it in systematie, businesslike order, and takes away the friction
that has existed in the Public Library by reason of one man
having control over one thing and another man having control
of another, and no coordination in either ease.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. In point of fact, it is to get rid
of some one who is not wanted?

Mr. FESS. This office was created in 1897. Since then an-
othier office has been created and work is being duplicated, and
it is proposed to consolidate the work under one head.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. r. Speaker, I am frank to say
that I know very little about the provisions in this bill, It
seems to me it is a matter of enough importance that we
should ascertain what the object of the bill is. Judging from
the answers that have been given by the gentlemen who
sponsor the measure I am led to the conclusion that the prime
object is to get rid of somebody that is not wanted in the
management of the Library. It looks to me as if that were
true.

Mr, MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Yes, :

Mr. MADDEN. I will say that that is the farthest thing
from the object of the bill. The object is to put the affairs
under the Superintendent of the Library on a business basis,
clean up any friction that may be existing, and put the con-
struction work on the building, all the mechanieal work in
connection with the building, and all things that ought to be
done, under a man of experience, That is what this bill pro-
poses to do. g

It systematizes the work, cleans up the situation, places a
man in whom every man in the country has confidence in charge
of the work, and gives to this great building the services and
experience of Mr. Woods. It has been 25 years since this build-
ing was built, and it needs more or less repairs. There is no
time when the experience of a man like Mr. Woods is so essen-
tial as now. They have had no such man in connection with the
building since 1897. Now, more than ever before, is that experi-
ence needed. I want to say further that this bill is not intended
to put anybody out of a job. It is not being passed with that
purpose in view. The bill does abolish the office of superin-
tendent of the building and transfers that authority to the
superintendent of the Capitol, Mr. Woods.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. How much additional salary will
he get?

Mr. MADDEN. Not one cent.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Now, gentlemen of the House, I
admit that Mr. Woods is a good man, but why should we take
a good man and pile more work on him than he is able to per-
form? I see no reason for it. Mr. Woods is u good man, but
he i= not the only good man in this country. There arealotof good
people:  We are too prone to believe that we or our clique are
the only ones that can do things. There are just as good men
at home in every distriet as are sent here to represent the dis-
trict. Mr. Woods is as good a man as there is about the Capitol,
but there are just as good men who can be gotfen to perform
those services. In making the proposed change you run the risk
of ndding too much to the duoties of Mr. Woods. IHe has duties
to perform, and he is performing them well, but if we put ad-
tional duties on him he will probably neglect some of them, and
in place of having an efficient man we will have an inefficient
one, I see that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppEx]
shakes his head. He is undoubtedly sincere, but there is such
a thing as overloading any man. You say the man who was in
there has been removed ; yes, but there is'a lady in charge, What
is the matter with the lady? Why not give her an opportunity
to make good? The women all over the comntry are being called
into publie life; they are making good, and I for one am op-
posed to putting them out.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgla. Yes.

Mr. FESS. What is the object of keeping two persons in the
employ of the Government, one the architect of the building and
another the superintendent, both doing similar work, except the
architect has a good deal more to do? What rational reason is
there that we should continue the two when it can be concen-
trated in one?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Ordinarily I would say we ought
to concentrate as much as possible, provided that in doing so
we reduce the expenditures of the Government. I asked how
much expenditure you propose to save, and up to this good
moment I have failed to receive a response from any Member
who can give me an estimate. '

Mr. FESS, The only responsible person I have heard from
is the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who says
that there will be a saving; but assuming that there will be no
saving, there will be much less friction and more efficiency.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. There will be less efficiency be-
cause you are heaping too many burdens upon one man.

Mr. FESS., I think my friend will agree that in order to cen-
ter responsibility and eliminate frietion it is wise to concen-
trate these duties. Where you have a divided counsel you will
have lack of decision and have friction. When you do not hate
divided counsel you have a unit of decision.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman a ques-
tion?

Mr, FESS. Certainly.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. In what way has the present in-
cumbent caused friction, in what way has she failed to meet
every emergency?

Mr. FESS. I can not say that she has created any friction.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Then, if she is doing satisfactory
work, why make a change?

Mr. FESS. Because we get more efficiency.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. When the gentleman says more
efficiency that implies that she has not been efficient.

Mr. FESS. And economy also.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. The gentleman talks about econ-
omy, but he has failed to show where there is any economy in
it from a business standpoint. He also talks about more effi-
ciency, and he fails to show wherein the present incumbent is
not efficient. What is it that this lady has done or has failed
to do?

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Yes.

My, LUCE. May I call the gentleman's attention to the fact
that the appointment of which he is speaking was made since
the report of the Committee on the Library in this matter, and
it is fair to assume that the appointment was made and was
accepted with the expectation that this rearrangement of tha
work would come about.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Does the gentleman state that as
a fact or is it an assumption on the part of the gentleman?

Mr. LUCE. I think it is’' a reasonable deduction from the
fact that it was well understood by all persons taking an inter-
est in the matter that the technical work previously carried on
by the superintendent was to be transferred to Mr, Woods.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. That is beautiful language, but
it really fails to convey to me the information that I was in
hopes of being able to obtain by the question asked. I want fo
know what the present incumbent understood about it, not
what she may have inferred or what deductions may have been
drawn from certain circumstances. What does she know
about it?

Mr. LUCE. I think I am warranted in saying that the whole
program of this bill was perfectly understood at the time of the

appointment.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Does the gentleman state that as
a fact?

Mr. LUCE. I know that all persons concerned were ac-

quainted with what was proposed in the matter.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. The gentleman fails to answer,
just as his colleagues did. They have all evaded the gquestion.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Yes; if the gentleman can shed
any light upon the question.

Mr. BEGG. I ean not; but I want a little light. The gentle-
man has repeatedly asked the question yhether or not the pres-
ent incumbent, who, I understand, is & woman, can not or has
not discharged the duties of the office satisfactorily. Does the
gentleman think that any woman can supervise repair work and
construction work and a gang of workmen: as efficiently and as
satisfactorily as a man, regardless of who the man is?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Yes; I think there are women who
can do that, and I assume that she is one of them or she would
not have been put into so responsible a position. Inasmuch as
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the gentleman has propounded a question to me, may I ask the
gentleman if he believes any woman could fill the position?

Mr. BEGG. I believe unhesitatingly that not 1 out of 20 or
1 out of 100 could do the work necessary for a supervisor of a
building.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I am asking if there is just one in
the United States.

Mr. BEGG. I do not believe she could.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Not even one that could be ge-
lected by the present administration?

Mr. BEGG. I do not believe that she would be one, two,
three with a man like Elliott Woods.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Does the gentleman believe the ad-
ministration would select a woman for such a position who was
not eapable of doing the work?

Mr. BEGG. Oh, temporarily.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Not temporarily at all.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Yes; I would like to have the
gentleman from Ohio, Doctor FEss, answer the question. You
have all evaded it.

Mr. FESS. Does the gentleman think we can get the same
gervice from a $3,000 official that we can get from a $6,000 man
like Mr. Woods?

Mr, LARSEN of Georgia. I think I have made myself plain
on that proposition. Mr. Woods has about as much as he can
look after efficiently now. I am opposed to putting further
burdens upon him unless we are going to save money for the
Government.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Woods does not agree with the gentleman
on that. He states that he can take over the duties of this
office.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Oh, Mr. Woods is like the gentle-
man from Ohio, who thinks that he can represent a whole
State as well as he can represent one district. Probably he
can; but the question as to Mr. Woods is one that deserves our
serious consideration. It is a matter that concerns many.

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me to
ask the gentleman from Ohio a question?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia, Yes,

Mr. DUPRE. Can the gentleman from Ohio say how long
the former superintendent occupied this position before the
lady was appointed?

AMr. FESS, I think six years.

Mr, DUPRE. Oh, the gentleman is very ill informed, I think.
I think it was more than 26 or 30 years.

° Mr. FESS. Oh, no. Mr. Green occupied that position, and
it was created for him in 1897. 1 do not recall the exact date
of his death. i

Mr. DUPRE. Who was the superintendent previous to the
lady who was recently appointed from Illinois and confirmed?

Mr. FESS. 1 think the name is Averill.

Mr. DUPRE. How long had he been connected with the
Library?

Mr. FESS. I ean not recall; but a good many years.

Mr. DUPRE. Does the gentleman know anything about his
politics?

Mr. FESS. I do not.

Mr. DUPRE. The gentleman did not inquire as to that?

Mr. FESS. I did not.

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Louisiana know
anything about his politics?

Mr. DUPRE. I am reliably informed that he is a Democrat
from the State of New York.

Mr. CANNON. And he has resigned?

Mr. DUPRE. At the request of somebody. He did not do it
voluntarily.

Mr. CANNON. Then we can indicet that man if he made such
a request?

Mr, DUPRE. I do not believe the gentleman from Illinois
made the request, but a lady from the State of Illinois suc-
ceeded this man when his resignation was turned in.

Mr. CANNON., Is that the lady who now has the place?

Mr. DUPRE. The lady who now has the place is from
Illinois.

Mr. CANNON. I am not acquainted with her.

Mr, LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 1 assume, inasmuch
as the lady comes from Illinois, that she will be acceptable to
gome of the gentlemen from that section of the country, and I
objeet to railroading a lady out of a position simply to accom-
modate some man who has an ambition to fill many places of
importance at once. I believe that the women of this country
are as efficient as the men. I believe that they have just as

much gray matter, that they are entitled to the same considera-
tion, and I am willing to stand on that proposition. They are
citizens of this country and are entitled to all of the rights
that you and I enjoy. I am opposed to gentlemen getting to-
gether in the committee room and legislating against a woman
and then coming upon the floor of the House and saying that
she understood this and that when she accepted the position;
that she had a right to infer that she would hold the position but
a few days. When I call on them for proof they fail to make
one single answer that would indicate to any reasonable man
that she had such knowledge, or right of inference.

For all we know the little lady, the present incumbent, is at
her desk honestly believing that she is quite secure in her posi-
tion. She believes, just as the gentleman intimated, that when
you have gotten rid of an objectionable Democrat, and when you
have put in a good Republican lady, that gentlemen would be
genercus enough and big hearted and big minded emough to
let her hold the position without molestation. She believes
that her position is safe and secure.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I do.

Mr. FESS. If the man was removed because of his politics
the gentleman——

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Well, I do not know.

Mr, FESS. And if our committee reports a bill removing
a woman who happens to be a Republican, and I did not know
that, does he complain of it?

Mr, LARSEN of Georgia. Oh, the gentleman is dodging the
question and the real facts in the case. He says that this bill
was reported to get rid of a man. It was reported when the
man was in office——

Mr. FESS. The man was out of office; he had resigned.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. It was stated a moment ago that
when she accepted the position she understood those circum-
stances. What proof have you of that fact?

Mr. FESS. My understanding is that when the committee
made its report there was a vacancy.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I went to one gentleman this morn-
ing who has spoken on the bill, and told him that my colleague,
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. PArx] requested that I look
after this matter for him to-day and have it passed over until
such time as he could present it in person. I was told that ihe
gentleman in whom Mr. PAgg was interested had already re-
signed, so I took the statement to mean that the proposed legis-
lation was put on foot to get rid of him.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. FESS. If the gentleman will take time to read the
report of the hearings he will find that the gentleman in
whose behalf he is now pleading stated in his statement that
he had resigned.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Well, I want to ask the gentle-
man whether or not his views coincide with those of the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Beee], who says that women have
not the capacity to look after such matters. I desire to know
if that is the reason the gentleman from Ohio is now seeking
to get rid of this lady? Does the gentleman believe the
women of the country are not capable of looking after such
positions?

Mr, FPESS. The gentleman from Ohio now on his feet is
trying to concentrate the responsibility here in the interest
of the publiec service and on behalf of no individual

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Ohio
concentrate his thoughts on the question I have asked him
and be so fair and frank as to tell me whether he is trying
to put this lady out because she is not attending to her duty
and can not do it?

Mr. FESS. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Braea] is capable
of taking care of himself

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I have got him on record, and I
would like to have the other gentleman from Ohio on record.
Now, will the gentleman answer? Oh, gentlemen, it is a plain,
clear-cut case. It Is evident that you are just trying to rail-
road a little woman out of office who is unprotected and un-
defended and who perhaps is unaware of the assault that is
being made upon her position at this time,

Mr. CANNON, Is the gentleman acquainted with her?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I regret very much that I am
not ; but, inasmuch as she comes from the good State of Illinois,
we may assume she is all right, even though she be a Re-
publican.

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman know her politics?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I understand she is a Republican.

Mr, CANNON. I am not acquainted with the lady.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. It is very unfortunate.
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Mr, CANNON. If I may be allowed a minute, I am not
acquainted with the lady; but I want to say——

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I will admit all the good things
the gentleman may desgire to say about her.

Mr, CANNON. I know Elliott Woods, and with all his other
duties he says he is competent for this additional duty. Why,
Elliott Woods has charge of the Capitol, Elliott Woods has
charge of the heating apparatus down here some distance from
us, Elliott Woods has charge of the heating of the Govern-
ment Printing Office, and he has charge of the heating of the
Botaniec Garden. I want to say that I reported the bill—

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman if he
does not think Mr. Elliott Woods is performing a man’s duty
at this time without taking a little lady's position away from
her?

Mr. CANNON. I have no doubt that Elliott Woods performs
his duties about the Capitol and about the various Government
buildings adjacent to the Capitol, and is doing amply good
work, and that if you add similar duties he could do twice as
much.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. But the question is this;, Is the
lady failing to perform her duty?

Mr. CANNON. Good God, I do not know the woman.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgin. Has she failed in anything? If
she has not, why should you remove her from office? Hlliott
‘Woods is doing his duty and performs his services efficiently,
but I want to know if the lady is not doing the same thing?
If she is not, put her out; but if she ijs I am opposed to legis-
lating her out in such manner as you propose.

Mr, OANNON, There has been so much statement about the
lady, the lady, the lady. The gentleman is mot acquainted
with her. T am not acquainted with her. Does the gentleman
know her politics?

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. She is well recommended, and I
assume she must be all right. If not, why did the present ad-
ministration appoint her to so responsible a position?

Mr. CANNON. Very well; but the gentleman attacks these
men and says that they have——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance
of my time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaxNoN].

Mr. FESS., Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, Luce].

Mr. LUCE. There is no occasion to add to the argument that
has been presented to the House on this matter, but I would take
this opportunity to call the attention of the House to the fact
that the suggestion of this change was made by the chairinan
of the Committee on Appropriations. There has been a great
deal in the newspapers in the last few months in praise of the
success of the executive department in accomplishing economies.
I do not desire to detract one whit therefrom, but simply to
emphasize the facts in the present case in order that we may
set ourselves right so far ag the record goes, as to the per-
formance of duties in this respect through the active leadership
and energetic skill of the chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations [Mr. MappEN].

In dollars and cents this Is a trifling matter, involving the
direct saving of only $600 a year. It perfects, however, an
administrative process. The hearings upon it disclosed fwo
far more important instanees of economy that T had not myself
seen brought to publie attention, showing what the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations had accomplished on a much
larger scale.

One of them related to the Bureau of Engraving and Print-
ing, where, in the consideration of the problems affecting that
bureau, the Committee on Appropriations ascertained that in
the operation of the rotary presses it was costing $1,369,000 a
year to do what could be done for $610,000, thus indicating that
$700,000 more a year was being expended for a certain activity
than should be expended. The chairman of this committee
thereupon prepared a bill which went to the Committee on
Printing and met its approval. I understand that this bill
will be presented soon, if it is not already on the calendar,
and there is every reason to hope that as a result the saving
will be accomplished.

In another instance, concerning the Treasury Department, the
Commlittee on Appropriations discovered that every distillery
in the United States, whether obsolete or active, was a bonded
warehouse. If there were more than 5,000 gallons of spirits
in any distillery it was necessary to employ gaugers and store-

keepers, and so on. In that case the chairman of the committee

was able to correct the trouble in the appropriation bill, because
be had the cooperation of the Senate, and was able to reduce
the cost about $000,000 a year,

Those were two big illustrations of the fact that the legis-
lative department of the Government has not failed in its duty
to search for economy. Ilere is a small illustration of the same
thing before you now. So we have the extremes, the big and
the little, both looked after by our Committee on Appropria-
tions, with its able chairman constantly on wateh, [Applause.]
It seems to me that this credit should be publicly given to that
committee and its chairman. It seems to me that the House
itself may ask the attentlon of the public long enough to realize
that by our legislative work the Budget system is being sup-
plemented to the public advantage. [Applause.]

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. I believe that the gentleman from
Massachusetts has always opposed everything in this House that
tended to liberate the women, or anything along that line.

Mr. LUCE. I have not been conscious of pursuing such a
course,

Mr. LARBEN of Georgia. I take it that the gentleman was
opposed to woman suffrage, and inasmuch as the gentleman
from Ohio admitted awhile ago that a lady might represent
the State of Ohio, if elected to the Senate in his stead, does not
the gentleman from Massachusetts think in view of that admis-
sion of the gentleman from Ohio, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts might trust this little library down here to a little
lady that has been connected with its administration?

Mr, LUCE. The gentleman's use of the word * litfle " in con-
nection with the library as well as the lady shows that he may
be much more familiar with his subject than 1 am.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. The “gentleman from Georgia™
admits that he is.much more familiar with the situation than
is the gentleman from BMassachusetts, otherwise the latter would
have agreed with him.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on suospending the rules and
passing the bill,

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in
favor thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Orockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to
the bill (FL. R. 9527) to amend section 513G, Revised Statutes
of the United States, relating to corporate powers of associa-
tions so as to provide succession thereof until dissolved and to
apply said section to all national banking associations, disagreed
to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the confer-
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon and had appointed Mr. Carozr, Mr, SHORTRIDGE,
and Mr, Grass as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 10972, An act to readjust the pay and allowances of the
commissioned and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine
Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Publie
Health Service. : .

H. R.9344. An act providing for the appropriation of funds
for acquiring additional water rights for Indians on the Crow
Reservation, in Montana, whose lands are irrigable under the
Two Leggins Irrigation Canal.

SMALL CLAIMS ON UNSURVEYED LANDS, NEW MEXICO.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the House return to the bill 8. 2014, that was passed without
prejudice a moment ago. It is No. 280 on the calendar.

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman consulted with the gen-
tleman who objected?

Mr. SINNOTT. I have spoken to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Starrorp] on the matter. I have been able to
answer his gquestion.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr., WALSH. Reserving the right to object, what kind of
an amendment was the gentleman intending to offer? Was he
to try to overcome the objection of the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr, Sta¥rorn]?

Mr, SINNOTT. It will overcome one objection made by
him, and the other objection is overcome by the original act
itself. The gentleman from Wisconsin was under the impres-
slon that the original act might be in vogue to-day, and he
read from section 16, but section 18 of the original act shows
that it expired within two years after its passage,

The other guestion the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Star-
¥orp] had in mind was that this bill did not except the town
lots as the original act did, and I will offer the identical
language that is in the original act, excepting the town lots.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The

" Chalir liears none,
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The Clerk read as follows: -

Be it enacted, ete., That in township surveys heveafter to be made im
the State of New Mexico, if it shall be made to appear to the satisfac-
tion of the surveyor making sucl’ survey that any persom has,
through himself, ancestors, grantors, or their lawful suceessors in
title or possession, been in the continuous adverse actual bona fide
possession, residing thereon as his home, of any tract of land or In
connection therewith of other lands, all together not exceeding 160
acres, in such township for 20 years next preceding the time of making
such. survey; deputy surveyor shall pecognize and establish the
lines of such possession and make the subdivision of the adjoining
lands in accordance therewith. Such possession shall be acceurately de-
fined in the field notes of the survey and delineated on the townsh
plat, with the boundaries and area of the tract as a separate lega
subdivision. The deputy surveyor shall return with his survey the
name or names of all persons so found to be in possession, with a
proper description of the tract in the possession of each as shown by
the survey, and the proofs furnished to himr of such possession.

Upon pt of such survey and Fﬂmofn the Commissioner of the
General Land Office: shall cause careful imvestigation to be made in
guch manner as he shall deem necessary for the ascertainment of the
truth in respect of such im. and oceupation, and if satisfied upon
such investigation that the eclaimant comes within the provisions of
this section, he ghall cause patents to he issued to the parties so found
to be in possession for the tracts respectively claimed by them: Pro-
vided, however, That no person shall be enfitled to confirmation of,
or :;II patent for, more than 160 acres in his own right by virtue of this
epection.

All claimg arising under this act shall be filed with the surveyor
general of New Mexico within two fem-s next after the ¥nanga of
act, and no claim not so filed shall be valld. Ne, tract of such land
ghall be subjeet to entry under the land laws of the United States.

Mr, SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from -Oregon offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will' report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SINNOTT: On'fmge 3, at the end of line 3,
add the Tollowing : “And provided further, That this act shall not ‘:ggly
to any city lot, town lot, village lot, farm lot; or pasture lot held er
a grant of any corporation or town the claim to which may fall within
the provisions of this act.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. \

The amendment was agreed to.
~ The SPEAKER. The question is’on the third reading of the
Senate bill.

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read
the third time, and passed.

LAC DU FLAMBEAU BAND OF LAKE SUPERIOR CHIPFEWAS, WIS.

Mr. A. P. NELSON. Mr: Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill H. R. 6428 be restored to its place on the calendar
in order that the matter te which reference and objection were
made might be cleared up. I have explained it to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsu], and he is agreeable,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent that the bill H. R. 6428 may resume its place on
the ealendar. Who objected to its consideration?

AMr. A. P. NELSON. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Warsa .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from*Wisconsin?

Fhere was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill.

SESSION OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN. THE COUNTY OF
SCHENECTADY, N. Y.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 6110) amending section 97 of the act en-
titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to
the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911,

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present eonsidera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That sectlon 97 of the aet entitled “An act to
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved
March 3, 1911, be, and it is, amended so as to read as follows :

» Sge. 97. The State of New York is divided into- four jodicial dis.
tricts, to be Enown as the neorthern, eastern, southern, and western
districts of New York, The northern district shall Inciude the terri-
tory embraced on the 1st day of July, 1910, in the counties of Albany,
Broome, Cmﬁn, Chemm%:. nton, Cortland, Delaware, Essex, Frank-
Jin, Fulton, Hamilton, Herkimer, Jeflersen, Lewis, Madison, Mont-

omery, Oneida, Onondaga, Oswego, Otsego, laer, St. Lawrence,
ratoga, Schepectady, Schoharie;, Tioga, Tomg:ins, Warren, and Wash-
ington, with the waters t . Terms of the district eourt for said
district shall be held at Alba nm the second Tuesday in February ; at
Utica on the first Tuesday in emmber ; at Binghamton on the second
Tauesday in June; at Auburn en the first Tuesday in October; at Syra-
cuse on the first Tuesday In ril; and, in the discretion of the judgs
of the court, one term annually at such time and place within the
counties of Scheneetady, Rensselaer, S8aratoga, Onondaga, 8t. Lawrence,
Clinton, Jeferson, Oswegeo, and' Franklin, as may from, e to time
appoint.  Such appointment shall be made by notice of at least 20 days,
published in a newspaper published at the place where gaid court is to

$e held. The eastern district shall include the territory embraced on
the 1st day of July, 1910, in the counties of' Richmond, ’ing. Queens,
Nassau, and Suffolk, with the waters thereof. Terms. of the district
eourt for said district shall be held at Brooklyn on the first Wednesday
in every month. The southern district shall inelude the territory emi-
braeced om the lst day of July, 1010, in the counties of Columnbia,
Dutchess, Greene, New York, Orange, Putnam, Rockland, Sullivan,
Ulster, and Westchester, with the waters thereof. Terms of the dis-
trict court for said district shall be hell' at New York Clty on the first
Tuesday in each month. The district courts eof the southern and east-
ern districts shall have concurrent jurisdiction over ghe waters within
the counties of New York, Kings, Queens, Nuassau, Richmond, and
Suffolk, and over all seizures made and all matters dome in such
waters ; all processes or orders issued within either ofi ssid ceurts or
by any judge thereof shall run: and be executed im any part of said
waters. The western district shall include the territory embraced on
the 1st day of July, 1910, in the counties of Allegany, Cattarangus,
Chautauqua, Chemung, Erie, Genesee, vingston, Monvoe, Niagara,
Ontario, Ozrleans, Schuyler, Wayne, Wyoming, and
Y¥ates, with the waters thereof. Terms of the distriet court for sald
district shall be held at Elmira on the second . in: January ; at
Buffalo Tuesdays in March and Novem 3 at Rochester
Jamestown on the second Tuesday

daiguna on the second Tuesday in

Bep S
the: district court for the western distriet for the hurinqnnf motions
and for proceedings in bankruptey and the trial of canses in admiralty
shall be held at Buffale at least two weeks in each month of the year,
except August, unless the business is sooner disposed of. Fhe time for
ho the same and such other special sessions as the court shall
deem neeessary shall be fixed by rules of the court. All Procem in ad-
miralty causes and proceedi shall be made returnable at Buffalo.
The judgn of any district in the State of New York may perform the
duties of the judge of any other district in such State npon the request
af any resident jo entered in the minutes of his court; and in such
cases such judge s all have the same powers as are vested In the
resident judge.
With a committee amendment : t

On page 2, line 18, after the word *“appeint,” insert: “ Provided,
That suitahle accommodations for holding court at such appointed place
be furnished free of expense to the United States.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing te the eommit-
tee amendment.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, has the objection
stage been passed? =

The SPEAKER. Yes. The bill has heen read.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I ask for recognition.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. May I ask the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Wansa] or the gentleman from New Yerk
[Mr. CrowrHER] a question? This seems to go much further
than changing terms of court. It seems te change the practice.
I have not the bill before me.

Mr. WALSH. This is a reenactment of seetion 97 of the
Judieial Code, and the only change is made by inserting the
word ‘“ Schenectady " as one of the places where the court may
be held by the Judge, and by adding the usual proviso that suit-
able accommodations shall be furnished free of expense. It is
a reenactment. As the gentleman will recall, in. providing for
judicial sittings of the district courts the Judiciary Committee
has followed the practice of amending the section by restating
the entire section in. which changes are desired, and the only
change in this section is by pufting in the word * Schenectady "
and by providing that it shall be free of expense to the United
States, Otherwise, it is the same as existing law. The reason
for putting in * Schenectady " is that that is the home of a dis-
triet judge who lhas been appointed within three or four years,
and it was felt that this should be done for his accommodation,
as well as for the aceommodation of parties litizant who might
desire that a term of court should be held in that eounty at that
place, if acecommodations could be arranged.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It does not change the present
law?

Mr. WALSH. No. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
CrowTHER] introduced the hill.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment,

The committee amendment was agreed fto.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. CRowTHER, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right fo object, will the passage of this bill canse the gentle-
man from New York to cease his attacks on the Senate for not
passing the tariff bill earlier? [Laughter.]

Mr. CROWTHER. I would not like to make a promise of
that kind at this time. [Laughter.]

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my
reservation of theé right to object.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill,
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COMPENSATION TO INJURED UNITED STATES EMPLOYEES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 1911) to amend an act entitled “An act to pro-
vide compensation for employees of the United States suffering
injuries while in the performance of their duties, and for other
purposes,” approved September T, 1916.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKBR. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act to provide compensa-
tion for emplofvees of the United States suffering injuries while in the

rformance of their duties, and for other purposes,” approved Septem-

er 7, 1916, be amended as follows :

*“ ®ec. 20. That all original claims for compensation for disability
shall be made within 60 days after the injury. All original claims
for com%g;matlon for death shall be made within one year after the
death. r any reasonable cause shown the commission may allow
original claims for compensation for disability to be made at any time
within one year. If the disability or death was the result of an in-
jury sustained during the od of the Great War, and arising out of
conditions due to the war, the commission may for any reasonable cause
shown allow original claims of civilian employees of the Expeditionary
Forces of the United States serving outside of the territory of the
United States to be made at any time within one year after the pas-
sage of this act.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill,

BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE BT, CROIX, WIS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R, 10330) to extend the time for the construc-
tion of a bridge across Lake 8t. Oroix at or near the city of
Prescott, in the State of Wisconsin, *

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacied, ete., That the times for commencing and completing
the construction of a bridge and aEproaehes thereto authorized by the
act entitled “An act authorizing the Prescott Bridge Co. to construct
a bridge across Lake St. Croix at or near the cigiy
State of Wisconsin,” approved February 15, 1921, to be built by the
Prescott Bridge Co., a corporation organized under the laws of the
State of Wi gin, or its suc or asslgns, across Lake 8t. Croix
at a point sultable to the interests of navigation, at or near the city of
Prescott, in the county of Pierce and State of Wisconsin, are hereby
extended one and three years, respectively, from the date of the pas-
sage of this act.

EC, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

With the following committee amendinents:

Page 1, line 4‘ after the word * by,” strike ont the word “ the " and
insert the word " an.”

Page 1, line 5, after the word * act.,” strike out “An act authorizing
the Prescott Bridge Co. to construet & bridge across Lake 8t. Croix at
or near the city of Prescott, in the SBtate of Wisconsin,” and insert
the words “ of Congress."”

Page 1, line 9, after the word " company,” strike out " a corpora-
tion organized under the laws of the State of Wiscongin, or its sue-
cessors or assigns.”

Page 2, line 1, after the word * Crolx,” strike out “at a point sult-
able to the interests of mavigation."”

Page 2, line 5, strike out the words “ the passage of this aect,” and
insert in lieu thereof the words “ approval hereof.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing fo the com-
mittee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrosged and read a third time,
and was accordingly read the third time and passed.

IMPORTATION OF THE ADULT HONEYBEE.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (H. R. 11396) to regulate foreign commerce in the im-
portation into the United States of the adult honeybee (Apis
mellifica).

The Clerk read the title of the bill. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
what is wrong with this adult honeybee?

Mr. HAUGEN. This is to prevent the importation of dis-
eased bees.

Mr. WINGO. When was the disease discovered?

of Prescott, in the

Mr. HAUGEN. It was discovered in the Isle of Wight in
1904. Investigations have been made in this country, and it is
found that the disease has not reached the United States yet.
The proposed legislation is to prevent the importation of dis-
eased bees,

Mr. WINGO. Is this a case where the female of the species
is not more deadly than the male?

Mr. KINCHELOE. If the gentleman will yield, there is
nothing facetious about the bill, if the gentleman under-
stands it.

Mr. WINGO. My friend from Kentucky has drunk so much
of the Dawson Springs water that he is not facetious. No man
who drinks that water is facetious. [Laughter.]

Mr. KINCHELOE, If the gentleman himself was thoroughly
purged once, I do not think he would be quite so facetious.
[Laughter.]

Mr. WINGO. The trouble is that I happen to be able to
stand more than one purging.

Mr. KINCHELOE. The gentleman has never had an oppor-
tunity to be sufficiently purged. That is the trouble.

Mr, WINGO. Perhaps that is true. I used to think that
Kentuckians took their liguor straight until I went to Dawson
Springs once,

Here by this bill you propose to prohibit absolutely the en-
trance into the United States of the adult honeybee.

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; from countries where diseases danger-
ous to honeybees exist.

Mr. WINGO. And you put all the machinery of the Federal
Government, including the Secretary of Agriculture, in pursuit
of one honeybee. Is that the object of the bill?

Mr. HAUGEN. Hardly. '

Mr. WINGO. Has tlre honeybee brought any disease into this
country now?

Mr. HAUGEN. No; there is none found here now, but there
is in other ¢ountries, and we want to prevent diseased bees
coming here.

Mr. WINGO. How long has this been known?

Mr. HAUGEN. Several years; about 18 years. Investiga-
tions have been made in this country during the last two years.

Mr. WINGO. Some one suggested that you took care of this
in the tariff bill. Are you afraid this disease will spread over
the country before you get the tariff bill passed?

Mr. HAUGEN. I have not had much to do with the framing
of the tariff bill.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman is right about that. The gentle-
man did not have anything to do with the framing of the tariff
bill. He just took what they handed him. But why should
the honeybee be barred out? Why can you not inspect him
like you inspect any foreign plant that comes in?

Mr. HAUGEN. Because there is no way of telling if the bee
is diseased without killing it amd examining its respiratory
tract in which the mite is found. There is no law now to pre-
vent their importation. There is a law on the statute books to
prevent the importation of diseased plants and trees.

Mr. WINGO. Do you want to prevent bees being imported?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; from countries where the disease exists.
The Post Office Department now prevents the importation of
bees through the mails by regulation of the department, but
there is no law on the statute books to prevent the importation
of these bees in other ways than through the mails,

Mr. WINGO. Is there a statute barring bees from the mails?

Mr. HAUGEN. There is a regulation of the department. The
Post Office Department has authority to make rules and regu-
lations governing that.

Mr. WINGO. But what I want to get at is this: You permit
bees to come in for experimental or scientific purposes. The
gentleman knows what I am driving at. Why is it not pos-
sible to regulate the admission of bees? Why not simply bar the
admission of diseased adult honeybees?

Mr. HAUGEN. I presume that is exactly what is going to
be done. I propose to offer an amendment, on the second page
of the bill, giving the Secretary of Agriculture the right to lift
the embargo from countries where the disease does not exist.

Mr. WINGO. In other words, you are going to have Con-
gress put on an embargo and then give the Secretary of Agri-
culture the power to lift it if he wants to?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; from countries where the disease does
not exist. It must be left to some one to determine where it
does not exist. =

Mr. WINGO. Why not regulate the admission so as to bar
the diseased ones and let the healthy ones come in?

Mr. HAUGEN. It is necessary to kill the bee to detect the
disease. I think it would be quite a task to undertake to make
the necessary investigations.
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- Mr. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield?
: Mr. HAUGEN. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas.

. . Mr. TINCHER. Was not the testimony before the Agricul-
tural Committee that there is no way of telling whether a bee
is infected or not without destroying the life of the bee, and

~ that the only way to prevent the disease coming to this country
was to stop the importation?

Mr. HAUGEN. We propose to stop the importation fromr
the sections which are infected.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman tell us who testified to
what the gentleman from Kansas has stated?

Mr. HAUGEN. Several witnesses. :

- : Mr. TINCHER. A representative of the Department of
Agriculture, who had made a careful investigation of the sub-
ject, backed up by all of the bee people of the United States.

Mr. WINGO. Where did they make this imvestigation, in
this country or in foreign countries? : .

Mr. TINCHER. In beth this country and foreign countries.
They made investigations to determine whether the disease had

. 4nvaded this country, and they made investigations to determine
whether they could tell if a bee was infected or not without
destroying the life of the bee, and decided that they could not.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman from Iowa says they have not
this disease in this country now. g

Mr., TINCHER. No:; they say we have not the disease now,
but they have it in other countries from which there is an im-
portation of queen bees. Let me stafte to the gentleman that
the Department of Agriculture proposes by this measure to pre-
vent the disease from coming to this country. Heretofore we
have waited until the disease got here, and then had to appro-
priate money, out of the Treasury to wipe out the disease. This
bill does not eall for any appropriation.

Mr. WINGOQ. That brings me to the second branch of my
inquiry; how much is it estimated that it will cost for bee
inspectors and quarantine officers? ¢ }

Mr. HAUGEN. We have no estimate and this carries no
appropriation, I take it that it will be done in conjunction
with other work. .

Mr. TINCHER. If we prevent the importation of bees, it
will not eost anything.

Mr. WINGO. But the gentleman from Iowa said he was go-
fng to offer an amendment so that the Secretary of Agriculture
could let in good female bees, bees without any disease.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TINCHER. Yes; if I have the floor.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is it determined that only
adult bees carry this disease? I see this only prevents the im-
portation of adult honeybees. I am speaking seriously—do
not the young bees carry the disease tbat is found prevalent in
the Islang of Wight and in Switzerland?

Mr. TINCHER. I think some one asked such a question of
the representative of the Department of Agriculture, and I
think the only answer made was that there was no importa-
tion except of adult bees.

Mr. WINGO. I will state that my understanding of the
amendment that is going to be offered is that it not only covers
the question of embargo, but the gentleman is going to insert
the word “male.” Is there any reason for that, or was there
any reason given in the hearings?

AMr. TINCHER. I do not understand that male bees are im-
ported. The principal importation of bees is the queen bee;
practically all of the imports are the queen bees.

Mr. WINGO. Oh, very well; I understood they were going to
restrict it to the male bees and I withdraw my objection.
[Laughter.]

" Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. i .

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Why restrict it to the adult? I
observe that the letter of the Secretary of Agriculture says the
disease is cansed by a mite which affects the respiratory organs
of the bee and of course can only be told by a micreseopical

examination. But the disease would affect the young as well
as the adult.
Mr. HAUGEN. Only the adult bees are imported.

' Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. This is a bill to keep out the dis-
ease; that is the idea, to keep the disease out of the country.
Wonld it not be better to strike out the word *adult” and
leave it honeybee?

Mr, BUTLER. Why did you pui in the word “adult”?

Alr. HAUGEN, The bill came to the committee prepared by
the Department of Agriculture. It was thought that it would
fully take care of the situation,

| Mr. BUTLER. Can not the young bee have the disease?
| Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes: as far as the report goes.

Mr. WATSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAUGEN, Yes.

| stage is hereby prohibited, and all adult honey

Mr. WATSON. Is the lioney made by the infected bee dele-
terious to human beings?

Mr. HAUGEN. I can not answer that guestion. We want to
keep the disease out of the eountry. That is the object of the
proposed legislation,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The gentieman did not sample the honey,

Mr. HAUGEN. No.,

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

_ Mr, HAUGEN. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Have the importations of
honey bees been very large?

Mr. HAUGEN. They have been guite heavy.
the exact figures.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. But none that are imported
have been diseased?

Mr. HAUGEN. Not to the knowledge of the department, ex-
cept those imported for scientific purposes and for the purpose
of investigating this dizease. The income from the bee indus-
try.in this country amounts to about $75,000,000.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That is, the industry in this

I have not

country. Can the genileman state abeut how many have been
imported?
Mr. HAUGEN. I can not.

® Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee.
ing honey bees?

Mr. HAUGEN. There is a business of importing them for
breeding and selling the new breeds. Various breeds have been
imported. The testimony is that there iz no nrgent need of
further importation. I understand that the beekeepers of the
country are in favor of this bill.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. I want to gay that I am deal-
ing with the matter seriously and I am trying to obtain informa-
tion about it. Do the breeders of bees in this couniry import
bees from Switzerland or Italy?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; I think mostly from Italy. They are
developjng certain types from various countries. Some muake
a business of importing for breeding.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: :

Be it enacted, ete., That, in order to ]iment the introduction and
spread of diseases dangerous to the afdult honeybee, the importation
into the United States of the honeybee (Apis mellifiea) in itz aduolt
offered for import
into the United States shall be destroyed if not i ediately exported:
Provided, That such adult honeybees may be imported into the United
States for experimental or scientific purposes by the United States
Department of A;{rlculture: And provided further, That such adult
honeybees may be lmported into the United States from countries where
no diseases dangerous to adult honeybees exist, under rules and regu-
lations preseribed by the Seeretary of the Treasury and the Becretary
of Agriculture.

SEC. 2. That any perzon who-shall violate any of the provisions of
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall, upon con-
vietion thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding £300 or by im-
prisonment not exceeding one year, or both such fine and Imprisonment,
in the diseretion of the court. i

The following committee amendment was read:

Page 2, line 1, strike out the word * where ™ and insert In lien thereof
% in which the Becretary of Agriculture shall determine that.”

The committee amendiment was agreed to.

Mr., GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a
geries of amendments. The first one is to strike out the word
“adult” on line 4, page 1. -

The Clerk read as follows: :

Amendment by Mr. Gramam of Illinois: Page 1, line 4, strike out
the word * adult.”

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessce. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Why does the gentleman offer
that amendment?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. This is a disease that is spread
by mites, which are found in the respiratory organs of the bee,
according to the letter of the Secretary of Agriculture. It is
extremely desirable, inasmuch as this industry represents an
annual prefit to us of $75,000,000 to $100,000,000, that we keep
this disease out, if we can. It may come in on bees that are
not adult. I confess I do not know anything about the “hee
business, but am simply taking the report for the facts.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. Did the gentleman ever have any dealing
with bees?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, T have; but not as a Bee culturist.

Mr. GARNER. Has the gentleman ever seen an infant bhee?

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. If there is no such thing as an
infant bee, why say adult?

Is there a business of import-

=
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Mr. GARNER. I merely wonderéd who it was who had ever
seen an infant bee,

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. There are doubtless bees not con-
sidered adult, because they have to get into the adult stage at
some time,

Mr. BUTLER. How can you tell an adult bee? How do you
know when it is grown up?

Mr., CHINDBLOM. By its sting.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I see 16 necessity for having thig
language in here. I am for the passage of the bill. I think
it is a very useful bill; but why put language in the bill so that
the man who passes upon the things will have to determine
whether the bees are adult or not?

Mr. GARNER. I presume this bill was drawn at the Agricul-
tural Department, and that somebody drew it who is familiar
with the subject. He probably had some object in pufting
that word in, The gentleman from Illinois knows nothing
about the business, and yet he wants to change the language,
although he says that he is in favor of the bill. T would leave
it as it is and let the Agricultural Department language stand.

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. I am not so sure but that some-
body's judgment on the outside is just as good as some of these
department heads who draw these bills. They put in langua
here which apparently has no purpose. Nobody here seems
know anything about the purpose of it.

Mr. CHINDBLOM, The letter from the Secretary of Agricul-
ture says that the cause of the disease is a mite which invades
the respiratory tract of the adult honey bee, Evidently the
Department of Agriculture has determined that this mite affects
only adult honey bees, and I suppose that is why the proposed
law is confined to adult bees.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia, How does one determine what is
an adult bee from a scientific or practical standpoint? ,

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I do mot know that anybody ecan
tell, I know one thing surely, that if this law restricts the
importation of honeybees you will accomplish your purpose,
because the whole will include any part. It seems to me it is
safer to strike out the word “adult.” Then you will not have
to have some one who will pass upon the question of whether
the bee is adult or not. / .

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentlemaw from Illinois.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

BEC, 2. That any person who shall violate any of the provisions of
this act ghall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall, upon con-
viction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $500 or by im-
i)rlso‘nml'nt not exceeding one year, or both such fine and imprisonment,
n the discretion of the court. .

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr, CRISP. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Larsex, has
asked me to request for hin? leave to extend his remarks which
he made on the floor this afternoon on the bill abolishing the
office of Superintendent of the Library?

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

BRIDGE ACROSS WHITE RIVER, ARK.

The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill H. R. 11244, authorizing the construction of a bridge
across White River, in the State of Arkansas, 2

The SPEAKER. TIs there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr., WALSH. Mr. Speaker. reserving the right to object,
I notice that the county of Independence is authorized to con-
struct a bridge across White River. Is it not usual to locate
these counties by the State in which they are?

Mr. HOCH. I think so, and I intend to offer such an amend-
ment. "

Mr. WALSH. I have no objection,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows :

Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Independence is hereby au-
thorized to construct a bridge across White River at or In the imme-
diate vicinity of Batesville, Ark, in accordance with the provisions

of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over
navigable waters.” approved March 23, 19006.

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repedl this act is hereby
expressly reserved. ;

ith the following committee amendments: -

Line 4, after the word * construct” insert the words * maintain
and operate.” and after the words * bridge " insert the words * and
approaches thereto,”

ine 5, after the word “ river ™ insert the words “ at a point suitable
L to the interests of navigation.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendments, : :

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr, HOCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, on line 3, by
inserting after the word “independence” a comma and the
worids “ State of Arkansas.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: !

Amendment offered by Mr, HocH: Page 1, line 3, after the woed
‘‘independence ' insert a comma and the words * State of Arkansae'

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the atend- .
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to he engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed,

On motion of Mr. OrorreELp, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the tuble.

PONTOON BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER,

The next business on the Calendar for Unantmous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 8785) granting the consent of Congrers io
the Mobridge Co., of Mobridge, 8. Dak., to construct a pontoon
bridge across the Missourl River.,

The Clerk read the title of the hill.

The SPEAKER. Ts there objection to the prosent considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That the consent of Congress is herchy granted to
the Mohridge Bridge Co., of Mobridge, 8. Dak.. and ils suecessors anid
assigns, to construct, maintain, and nﬁomto a_pontoon bridge and ap-

roaches thereto across the Missouri River at a point suitable to the
nterests of navigation, at or near Mobridge, in the county of Wal-
worth, in the State of South Dakota, in accardance with the provisions
of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of br dzer aver
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1908,

Sgc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is horely
expressly reserved,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thir] time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Jouxsox of South Dakota, a motion to re-
consider the vote by which the bill was passed wag laid on
the table,

BRIDGE ACROSS THE PEND OREILLE RIVER.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimons
Consent was the bill (H. R. 11265) to authorize the maintenance
of a bridge consiructed across the Pend Oreille River at the
town of Usk, in the State of Washington.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? :

Mr. WALSH. I ask to have the bill reported, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it _enacted, ete., That the bridge specified in an act approved
August 7, 1919, entifled “An act to autgcriae the ('Ol'lstl‘ll(‘tlr?tll, of
bridge across the Pend Oreille River at the town of Usk, in the State
of ashington,” having been constructed withont approval of the
g!mm by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of Wnr be, and is

ereby, declared a lawful structure to be maintailned and operatod
subject to the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the
construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23,
1906 : Provided, That unless plans of the sald bridge shall have heen
submitted to the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War for
their approval and shall have been approved by them within six
months after the date of the approval of this act this authority shall
then cease and be null and void. -

8gc. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act s
expressly reserved.

The SPEAKER.
Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third
time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, 2 motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid upon the table.

EXTENSION OF BEMARKS,

Mr. APPLEBY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks on House Joint Resolution 297,
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The

hereby

Is there objection? [Affter a panse.] The .

Chair hears none.
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The extension of remarks referred to are here printed in full
as follows:

Mr. APPLEBY. Mr. Speaker and colleagues, the time for the
discussion of House Joint Resolution 297 being far too limited
for the importance of the subject, and as the resolution was
introduced by me and is of vital interest to my district, as well
as to practically all other States having coast lines of any mo-
ment, I desire a brief extension of my remarks in the RECORD,
that T may call your attention to a few of the more important
details connected with the proposed legislation. A brief history
<. of the circumstances leading up to the necessity of calling an
international conference on the subject of oil pollution might be
of interest. :

The problem is one that has arisen largely within the last b
or 10 years. Up to that time there was no great overseas trans-
portation of crude oil. Prior to this the overseas movement of

oil was largely in refined oils. The residue left in the tanks of
tank steamers carrying refined oils does very little damage,
because they are able to thoroughly clean the tanks; but in the
handling of crude oil they never clean the tanks effectively, and
then they are filled with water ballast for the return voyage,
and when they are nearing harbor they no longer need the
ballast and it is pumped overboard, carrying this refuse oil with
it. Much of the same thing happens in regard to the oil-burning
steamers. And this is again a development of the last few
vears, These steamers carry oil in their tanks on the outward
voyage and fill the tanks with water when the oil is used up,
and dump that oily water into the sea when they get near shore.
There is also a considerable amount of oil discharged from
bilge water in cleaning out the bilge on all ships. A survey of
New York Harbor Indicates the conditions which is responsible
for this rapidly growing evil at this point alone. In a report
submitted to the State commissioner of health, Albany, N. Y.,
by Chief Engineer Theodore Horton on September 26, 1919,
he stated :

From conferences with the officials of the different oll companies whose
lants are located on the shores of New York Harbor and its tributaries
n Greater New York and New Jersey It was learned that these com-

%nlpﬂ own and operate some 140 tankers, having capacities from

000 to-100,000 barrels each, nearly all of which ply between the
port of New York and foreign and other domestic ports. This does
not include 41 oil tankers owned by the United States Sblpﬁing
Board, which are used for the transportation of crude and fuel oil to
and from New York Harbor and for the bunkering of United States
naval vessels and merchant vessels, and merchant vessels of the United
States Shipping Board. By December 1 of this year it is expected
that the United States Shipping Board will have 70 oll tankers in
operation. There are also some 45 or 50 smaller tankers or lighters,
having capaeity of from 2,000 to 15,000 barrels of oil each, used for
the transportation of oil to and from various paris of New York
Harbor by the various oil companies. It was also learned that the
movement of oll to and from New York Harbor has increased from 300
to 400 per cent within the last five {enrs. During July and A';f“t
of this year about 60 tankers owned by private oil companies arrived
in New York Harbor either with oil or ballast, and some 45 tankers
departed from New York Harbor carrying oil or ballast, not including
ihe arrival and departure of tankers owned by the United States Ship-
ping Board

The careless casting of refuse oil into the sea from oil-burn-
ing and oil-carrying steamers has become a serious menace to
the fishing industries of the United States; the fire hazard cre-

ated by the accumulation of floating oil on the piles of plers
and bulkheads in our harbors is a growing source "of alarm;
most serious is the destruction of ocean fisheries from this pol-
lution which threatens to exterminate the food fish, oysters,
clams, crabs, and lobsters that are a very material part of our
national food supply, in addition to which the dumping of this
oil refuse is absolutely ruining the bathing beaches which
during the summer atfract hundreds of thousands of people to
the various seashore resorts along the Atlantic as well as the
Pacific coast and the Gulf of Mexico, and the depreciation in
value of millions of dollars of seashore property because of this
condition is most serious and alarming.

1 introduced this resolution in connection with my bill, H. R.
10506, for the prevention of the pollution of the navigable
waters of the United States by refuse oil, which is now pend-
ing before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. But any
legislation enacted by Congress could only remedy the evil so
far as it pertains to territorial waters, and in the téstimony
bhoth before the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors it developed through numerous
witnesses that much of the pollution took place beyond the
three-mile limit., During the hearings on this resolution Sec-
retary Hoover appeared before the committee in support of the
resolution, and right here I would like to quote a part of his
statement, The Secretary said:

Early last spring at the request of the various fishermen’s associa-
tions called a conference on the gmblem of oil pollution as it af-
fected the fishermen from all the different coasts and rbors, and
they were unanimous in their opinion that there was the greatest
megace to their Industry from oil pollution. * * ® It also devel-

' the said school as well as such needs as may reasonably

oped in the course of the Inquiries of the Department of Commerce
that the various bathing beaches were seriously affected by this nui-
sance. Con man APPLEBY, I think, was the first to ralse the
gesdon in regard to the bathing beaches on the New Jersey coast.
?th!nz at many of the points has practically had to be abandoned.
When we came to examine into this problem, as the result of bills
introduced by Congressman APPLEBY to remedy the evil, the guoestion
eame up: How are you going to control ships outside of the three-
mile limit? It does not seem possible to develop any device of our
own for the control of foreign shtppi.nf. We then found that foreign
governments were equally interested in the problem, and that they
have been considering legislation; they have established port control
of one sort or another, and particularly in the case of British fisheries
they have made fairly extensive studies of the damage being done,
The problem here is one which we can no doubt control by legislation,
g0 far as it comes within the three-mile limit. But when we get
beyond that, especially in the control of foreign ships, we will have
difficulty unless we can make some sort of t

arra wit
other governments by which those ships can be controlled: and it is
thought that the most effective method of handling that problem was

by some sort of conference of the different countries, to see whether
we could have some unity of action in conirol of these problems on
the high seas, We would have to agree upon some basrs of actual
ghip control; in other words, legislation which would prevent ships
from discharging refuse on the high seas, in the form of oil or bilge
water. We do not believe it would seriously interfere with the move-
ments of ships; and we believe that if there were some arrangement
made for taking care of this oil refuse in the ports and harbors and
treating it, the recovery value of the oil would equalize the cost of
removing it. 3

During Secretary Hoover's testimony the gentleman from
New York, the Hon. Bourke CocHRAN, a member of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, said:

I ghould think that the Italian Government and the French Govern-
ment and the Spanish Government, all of which are deeply interested
in this problem, and whose fisheries are deeply affected by this dam-
age, would be %!:d to come to some kind of an agreement by which this
damage could prevented. ;

The problem of oil pollution is not a national one; it is inter-
national, and foreign governments are equally interested with
the United States. It seems to me that, in view of the fact
that other nations are interested in this same question and are
undertaking to prevent the pollution of waters in their own
harbors and along their own shores, a conference called for
the purpose of making the question international would be the
better way of undertaking to handle matters that might occur
outside of the territorial waters of any one of the natioms. I
believe the leading maritime nations of the world would wel-
come a conference to discuss ways and means of correcting this
oil pollution, and the evidence submitted indicates the impor-
tance and urgency of action without undue delay.

TO REBUILD ASSEMBLY HALL, INDIAN SCHOOL, NEAR TOMAH, WIS,

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R, 10957) to rebuild the assembly hall
of the Indian School, at Tomah, Wis,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the gentleman having this matter in
charge if he has any objection to striking out, in line 4, page 1,
the words “and directed,” simply authorizing the rebuilding
of the hall, rather than directing it to be built before the
appropriation is made?

Mr. BROWN. I have no objection. -

Mr. WALSH. I assume the gentleman, from New Mexico
would accept that amendment®

Mr. MONTOYA. I would.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair hears none.

Mr, WALSH. I withdraw the reservation.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enaoted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to cause the nsnemhl{v hall of the
Indian school, recently destroyed by fire, near Tomah, Wis., to be re-
bnilt upon the ground and site mow owned in that city
ment, and refurnished in such manner as to meet the

[After a pause,] The

by the Govern-
resent needs of
arise in the
future, at a cost not to exceed $50,000, including heating, ventilating,
plombing, ete., which may be incident to said rebuilding.

Spc. 2. That the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for the purposes
aforesaid. -

SEC. 3. That this act shall be in foree from its passage.

The committee amendments were read as follows:

Page 1, line 4, strike out the words “ assembly hall™ and insert
# gehool building.” ;
Page 1, line 7, strike ont the words * in that eity.”

Page 2, line 1, after the word ** hereby,” insert “authorized to be.”
Page 2, strike out section 3.

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to.

Mr., WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. Page 1,
line 4, after the word * authorized,” strike out the words * and
directed.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment,
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The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 4, after the word * authorized,” strike out the words
“and directed.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Brown, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to rebuild the
school building of the Indian school near Tomah, Wis.”

SECOND ASSISTANT SECRETARY AND PRIVATE SECRETARY IN THE
~ DEPARTMENT OF ' LAEORE.

The next bill in order on the Calendar for Unanimous -
sent was the bill (H, R. 11155) creating the positions of Second
Assistant Secretary and private secretary in the Department of
Labor.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr, GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, this bill is one of considerable importance. Directly
and indirectly it involves some very important questions, as,
for instance, the question of immigration, the administration of
the immigration laws, and it does not seem to me it ought to
come up at this time by unanimous consent. If the gentleman
wishes to bave it passed without losing its place upon the
ealendar, I shall not objeet to it, but I shall object to its being
considered by unanimous consent.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If the gentleman will yield,
I would like to say to the gentleman this administration and

-the previous administration have been most insistent of the need
of a little more executive help down there. It must be ap-
parent to all gentlemen that a great department of the Gov-
ernment with not to exceed six appointive positions has not too
much executive head. Since the last administration we have
had a new form of Immigration restriction that greatly in-
creases the work of the Secretary, the Assistant Secretary, and
the Commissioner of Labor, and their assistants. If there is a
place in the whole Government where we need additional ex-
ecutives to act in the name of the Secretary himself, this is the
place.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. 1 will say to the gentileman from Texas
the department, under the law, or the Secretary, or the Assist-
ant Secretary, must review all cases of appeal from the immi-
gration laws by an alien demanding or asking admission to
our ports, and there are 30——

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, And Congress has put upon
them this labor by giving them the right of review.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will say further this small appropriation
carried was requested by the Director of the Budget and the
mwembers of the Appropriations Committee who handled the
appropriations for the Department of Labor have stated that
they think this is a very worthy bill and a meritorious bill, and
would have granted this appropriation but could not do so as
it was legislation on an appropriation bill.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, This involves a guestion, and
the very broad policy, in my opinion—I will leave it to the
g;entleman if he deaires to ha.ve it passed over without objec-
tion?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. T want to say to the gentleman that a
similar bill has passed the Senate, and this comes from our
committee with a unanimous report.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This particular bill has
passed the Senate?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. In the form of a Senate bill; this House
hill has already passed the Senate and was unanimously re-
ported by our committee.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. In recent days the action of
the Senate has gotten to be so it does not appeal to me——

Mr. ZIHLMAN.
House committee.

Mr. RAKER. I would like to say to the gentleman that it
appears to me from the hearings that we have had before the
Committee on Immigration that this is absolutely ‘an added
expense and entirely unnecessary.

The work is getting less, and in the last two months it ought
to have been considerably less, and has been, according to the
report. There used to be a million and a half immigrants
coming in, but now the only ones that are liable to come in
will amount to about 200,000, 4

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Now there is a restricted
number, but with very important guestions invelved, whereas
formerly there were about a million without appeal.

Mr. RAKER, T know. With the laws in force there will be
but little extra labor, if any, in the department, and you are

I say, it is & unanimous report from the:

simply adding an assistant secretary wl}en the labor is getting

less.

This bill should not pass.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. 8peaker, I hope the gentleman from
Tennessee will not objeet.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
I object, Mr. Spealker.
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to smspeud the rules
and pass the bill (8. 8396).
Mr., GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr Speaker, I mahe the point
of order there is no gquorum present.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland moves to
suspend. the rules and the gentleman from Tennessee makes the
point of order there is no quornm present.
Mr, ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.
The motion was agreed to.
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors and
the Clerk will eall the roll.
The roll was ealled, and the following Members failed to
answer to their names:

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee,

Andrew, Mass,
Andrews, Nebr.
Ansorge
Arentz
g:.::;:lhead

s
Beck .
Bell
Black
Blakeney
Blanton
Boies
Bowers
Brennan
Britten
Brooks, Pa.
Brown, Tenn.
Burke
Burtness
Byrnes, 8. C,

Campbell, Eans,

Cantrill
Chandler, N, Y.
Chandler, Okla.
Clark, Fla.
Classon
Cockran
Codd
Cole, Towa
Collins
Colton
Connell
Connolly, Pa.
Cooper, Ohlo
Coo?nr Wis,

€

Ev
Falrechild
Fairfleld

Faust

Goldsborough
Gooldykoonts
Gonl
Graham, Pa.
Grfen Towa

Hardy, Tex.
ﬁ:n&
ugen
Hawes
Hawley
Henry
Himes

Jefferis, Nebr.
Johnson, 8. Dak.
Jones, Pa,

Kal

Kreider

Kunz
Lampert
Lankford
Larson, Minn.
Loa, Calif,
Le-e Ga.
Lee, N. Y.
Lehlhach
Lim-bcrgsr
Little
Lungworth

M;ion
eClintie
MeFadden
MeKensie

McLaughlin, Pa,

McPherson
MeSwnin
Maloney

nn
Manafield
rtin

lichaelson
ills
ontague
lontoya
Moore, 1iL
Moore, Ohlo
Morin

EEEEERE
BEp

Parks, Ark.
Patterson, Mo.
Perkins
FPerlman
Petersen
Porter

-Pou

Pringey
Rainey, Ala.
Ransley
Rayburn

.

Reed, N.
Riddick

Riordan
Rohertson
Robsion
Rutvnberg
Rose
Rosenbloom
Hossdale
Rouse
Sabath
Sanders, Ind.
Sanders, N, Y,

Smlt h, Mich.
Bmithwick
Stedmuon
Steenerson
Stiness
Btoil
Strong, Kans,
Sullivan
Bwank

Bweot

Tague
Taylor, Ark.
Taylor, Tean.
Temple
Thomas
Tilson
Towner
Treadway
Tucker

Tyson
Upshaw

Vare

White, Me,
\Villlnms 1L
Winslow
Woaoil, Ind.
Womnirofl
Woodyard
Yates

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and eighteen Members have
answered to their names, a quorum,
Mr, WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the call.
The motion was agreed to.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Zrar- -
MAN] moves to sugpend the rules.
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, T move that the
House do now adjourn.
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that
the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee.

yeas and nays.

Division, Mr. Speaker.
The House divided, and there were—ayes 44, noes 102,
Mr, GARRETT of Te.nnessee Mr., Speaker. I demand the

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 66, nays 150,
not voting 208, as follows:

Almon

YEAE—@8.
Bulwinkle Davis, Tenn,
Byrnes, 8. C. Dominick
Byrns, Tenn, Drewry
Carew Dupré
Carter Favrot
Cnll.lefu & }:Iislher
Connally, Tex. ilmer
Crisp 4 Garner

Garvett. Tenn.
Hammer
Hayden
Huddleston
Humphreys
Jeffers, Ala.

Johnson, .
Johnson, ﬁss’
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Jones, Tex.
Kincheloe

Lazaro
Linthienm
Logan
Lowrey
MeDuffie

Ackerman
Anderson
Appleby
Atkeson
Bacharach
Barbour
Beedy

Bland, Ind.
Bond
Brooks, 111,
Browne, Wis.
Burdick
Burroughs
Burton
Butler

Cable
Campbell, Pa.
Cannon
Chalmers
Chindblom

Christopherson.

Clague
Clarke, N. X.
Clouse

Cole, Ohio
Cramton
Crowther
Curry
Dallinger
Darrow
Davis, Minn.
Denison
Dowell
Dunbar
Dyer

Andrew, Mass.
Andrews, Nebr,
Ansorge
Anthony
Arentz
Bunkhead

arkley

eck
Bell
Black
Blakeney
Blanton
Boirs
Bowers
Brennan
Britten
Brooks, Pa.
Brown, Tenn.
Burke
Burtness

Campbell, Kans,

Cantrill
Chandler, N. Y.
Chandler, Okla.
Clark, Fla.
Classon
Cockran
Codd
Cole, lowa
Collins
Colton
Connell
Connolly, Pa.
Cooper, Ohlo
Cooper Wis.
Copley
Eoughlln
rago
{ .‘u?fpn
Dale
Deal
Dempsey
Dickinson
Doughton
Drane
Driver
Dunn
Echols
Edmonds
Elliott
Evansg
Fairchild

Mead Rankin Ward, N. C.
Moore, Va, Rucker Williams, Tex.
O’Connor Sanders, Tex. Wilson
Oldfield Sandlin Wingo
Overstreet Steagall Wise
Park, Ga. Stevenson Woods, Va.
in Sumnpers, Tex.  Wright
iney, IlL Ten Eyck
ker Tillman
NAYS—156.
Ellis Langley Rhodes
Fenn Larsen, Ga, Ricketts
Fess Lawrence Roach
Fish Layton Rogers
Free Leatherwood Ryan
French London . Beott, Tenn.
Frothingham Luce Shaw
Gahn Luhring Shelton
Gensman McArthur Sinelair
Gernerd McCormick Sinnott
Gilbert McFadden Smith, Idaho
Gorman McLaughlin, Mich Snell
Graham, Ill. McLaughlin, Nebr. Snyder
Green, lowa McLaughlin, Pa. Speaks
Greene, Mass, Mac(Gregor Steenerson
Greene, Vi, Madden Stephens
Grlest Magee Strong, Kans,
Hadley Mapes Strong, Pa.
Hardy, Colo. Merritt Summers, Wash.
Hays Michener Swing
Herrick Miller Taylor, N. J
Hersey Millspaugh Thompson
Hickey Mondell Timberlake
Hicks Morgan Tincher
Hil Murphy Tinkham
Hoch Nelson, Me. Underhill
Hogan Nelson, A. P, Vaile
Jacoway Newton, Minn. Volstead
James Norton Walsh
Johnson, Wash. Ogden Ward, N. Y.
Keller Parker, N. J. Watson
Kelly, Pa Parker, N. Y. Webster
ing Patterson, N. J. Wheeler
Kissel Porter . White, Kans,
Kleczka Purnell Williamson
Kline; Pa Radclifle Wurzbach
Kopp Ramseyer Wyant
Kraus Reece Young
Lampert Reed, W. Va. Zihlman
NOT VOTING—208.
Fairfield Larson, Minn, Rodenberg
Faust Lea, Calif. Rose
Fields Lee, Ga. Rosenbloom
Fitzgerald Lee, N. Y. Rossdale
Focht Lehlbach Rouse
Fordney Lineberger Sabath
Foster Little Banders, Ind.
Frear Longworth Sanders, N. Y.
Freeman h}'on Bchall
Fuller cClintic Scott, Mich
Funk McKenzie Sears
Gallivan McPherson Shreve
Garrett, Tex. McSwain Siegel
Glynn Maloney Sisson
Goldsborough Mann Slemg
Goodykoontz Mansfield Smith, Mich.
Gould Martin Smithwick
Graham, Pa. Michaelson Sproul
fiin Mills Stafford
Hardy, Tex. Montague Stedman
Harrison Montoya Btiness
Haugen Moore, I11. Stoll
Hawes Moore, Ohio ,  Sullivan
Hawley Moores, Ind. Swank
Henry Morin Bweet
Himes Mott Tague
Hooker «Mudd Taylor, Ark.
Hudspeth Nelson, J. M. Taylor, Colo.
Hukriede Newton, Mo. Taylor, Tenn,
Hull Nolan Temple
Husted O'Brien Thomas
Hutchinson Oliver Tilson
Ireland Olpp Towner
Jefferis, Nebr, Osborne Treadway
Johnson, 8. Da Padgett Tucker
Jones, Pa. Paige Tyson
Kahn Parks, Ark. Upshaw
Learns Patterson, Mo, vare
Kelley, Mich, Perkins Vestal®
Kendall Perlman Vinson
Kennedy Petersen Voigt
Ketcham Pou Volk
Kiess Pringey Walters
Kindred Rainey, Ala. Wason
Kinkaid Ransley Weaver
Kirkpatrick Rayburn White, Me.
Kitchin Reber Williams, T1L
Kline, N. ¥ Reed, N. Y Winslow
Knight Riddick Wood, Ind.
Knutson Riordan Woodruft
Kreider Robertson Woodyard
Kunz Robsion Yates

So the motion to adjourn was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Until further notice:
Mr. Treadway with Mr. Cockran.
Mr. Paige with Mr. Sullivan.

Mr. Kahn with Mr. Cantrill.
Mr. .Sanders of Indiana with Mr, McClintic.

Mr. Evans with Mr. Bell.

Mr. Funk with Mr, Lee of Georgia.

Mr. Kline of New York with Mr. Bankhead.

Mr. Larson of Minnesota with Mr. Padgett.

Mr. Codd with Mr, Hawes.

Mr. Fitzgerald with Mr. Kuntz

Mr., McPherson with Mr. Smithwick.

Mr. Glynn with Mr. Tyson

Mr, Vestal with Mr. Driver.

Mr. Goodykoontz with Mr. Collins.

Mr. Graham of Pennsylvania with Mr. McSwain.

Mr. Newton of Missouri with Mr. Fields,

Mr. Rose with Mr. Oliver.

Mr. Morin with Mr. Upshaw.

Mr. Fairfield with Mr. Clark of Florida.

Mr. Cole of Towa with Mr. Lyon.

Mr. Dunn with Mr. Swank.

Mr. Campbell of Pennsylvania with Mr. Goldsborough.
Mr, Fordney with Mr. Parks of Arkansas.

Mr. Haugen with Mr. Weaver.

Mr. Hukriede with Mr. Vinson,

Mr. Kelley of Michigan with Mr. Tague. a9 e
Mr. Lineberger with Mr. Barkley. >

Mr Kiess with Mr. Kindred.

Mr. Nolan with Mr. Sisson,

Mr, Maloney with Mr. Stedman.

Mr. Ansorge with Mr. Thomas,

Ar. Robsion with Mr. Taylor of Arkansas.

Mr, Yates with Mr. Hudspeth.

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Sears,

Mr. Winslow with Mr. Cullen.

Mr. Henry with Mr. Deal.

Mr. Reed of New York with Mr. Black.

Mr. Coughlin with Mr. Kitchin,

Mr. Kendall with Mr. Sisson.

Mr. Dickinson with Mr. Lea of California.

Mr, Michaelson with Mr. Stoll.

Mr. Beck with Mr. Drane.

Mr. Knutson with Mr. Montague.

Mr. Stiness with Mr. O'Brien.

Mr. Frear with Mr. Thomas.

Mr. Burtness with Mr. Taylor of Colorado.

Mr. Volk with Mr. Pou.

Mr, Burke with Mr. Griffin.

Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania with Mr. Harrison.

Mr. Lee of New York with Mr. Rayburn.

My, Fuller with Mr.- Gallivan, .

AMr. Chandler of Oklahoma with Mr. Martin,

Mr. Bowers with Mr. Hardy of Texas.

Mr. Brennan with Mr. Mansfield.

Mr. Hutchinson with Mr. Riordan.

Mr. Perkins with Mr. Blanton.

Mr. Patterson of Missouri with Mr. Sabath.

Mr. Kennedy with Mr, Hooker.

My, Olpp with Mr. Rainey of Alabama.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. ZTHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to withdraw my notion
that the rules be suspended.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland withdraws
his motion to suspend the rules. The Clerk will report the next
bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. '

A CERTAIN INDEMNITY SCHOOL-LAND SELECTION, FLORIDA.

- The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 8763) validating and confirming a certain
indemnity school-land selection of the State of Florida.

The title of the hill was read.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill? v
Mr. WALSH.
the hill read.

The SPEAKER.
the bill.

The title of the bill was again read.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the tollowinﬁ Florida indemnity school-land
selection be, and the same is hereby, va idated and confirmed, notwith-
standing its inclusion within an abandoned military reservation, and
the Secretary of th~ Interior is authorized to aﬁpmve the same to the
State of Florida, if the selection list is in all re ects regular and
accompanied by the necessary fees: Gainesville, 016649, filed May 1,
1920, covering the southwest quarter of the northwest rqlmn'ter of see-
Zlém 98, township b4 south of range 42 east, Tampa meridian, Florida,
acres,.

Mr. Speaker, I was unable to hear the title of

The Clerk will again report the title of
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The SPEAKER., The question is on the engrossment and

third reading of the bill. g

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. LarsEx of Georgia, a motion to reconsider
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill.

BPECIAL MISSION T0 THE BRAZIL CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the resolution (8. J. Res. 173) authorizing the President to
appoint a commission to represent the Government of the
United States at the centennial celebration of the independence
of Brazil, to be held at Rio de Janeiro in September next.

The title of the resolution was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (8. J. Res. 173) authorizing the President to appoint
a commission to represent the Government of the United States at
the gentennial celebration of the independence of Brazil, to be held
at Rio de Janeiro in September next.

Whereas the Government of Brazil has invited the Government of the
United States to be represented at the centennial celebration of the
inde‘pcndence of Brasil, to be held in September next at Rio de Janeiro :
Be

t

Resolved, ete., That the President is hereby anthorized to appoint and
gend to Brazil a commission not to exeeed five members to represent the
Government of the United States at the said celebration.

SEC. 2. That the expenses of the sald commission shall be paid
under the direction and snbject to the approval of the Secretary of
State, from the appropriatior of $1,000,000 for the expenses of taking
part in an international exposition to be held at Rie de Janeiro, Brasgil,
provided for in the act of Co?_gm approved December 15, 1921, en-
titled “An act making appropriations to a-nppzlg deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year endln{ June 30, 1922, and prior fiscal years,
supplemental ap‘g;opnatioms for the fiscal year enq.lns June 30, 1922,
and subsequent fiscal years, and for other purposes. -

With a committee amendment, as follows:

Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert :

“That the President is hereby authorized to appoint and send. to
Brazil a specinl mission of friends! will, and; congratulation
not to exceed five members to represent the Government and

rople |
of the United States at the celebration of the independence of ggmdl.

to be held in September, 1922, at Rio de Janeiro.

“8pc. 2, Thut the expenses of the said special mission shall be paid,
under the direction and subjeet to the approval of the Beeretary of
State, from the appropriation for the expenses of taking part in said
international exposition as provided for in the deficiency appropriation
act of Congress aP;n'ored Beeember 15, 1921, and sobject to all the
provisions thereof.’

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate joint resolution.

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third

time, was read the third time, and
By unanimous consent, the title was amended so as.to read:

“ Joint resolntion authorizing the President to appoint a special.

mission of friendship, good will, and congratulation to represent
the Government and people of the United States at the centen-
nial celebration of the independence of Brazil.”

Mr. WALSH., My, Speaker, was the amendment to the pre-
amble agreed to?

The SPEAKER. No. Without objection, the amendment to
the preamble will be agreed to.

The preamble was amended so as to read:

Wh the Gov t of Brazil has Invited the Government of the
United States to be represented at the centennial celebration of the
independence of Brazil, to be held in September, 1922, at Rio de
Janeiro.

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill,

DETENTION HOSPITAL AT NOME, ALASKA,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 9528) providing for the retention by the
Government of the property in Nome, Alaska, known as the
Detention Hospital Building and its use by the Bureau of Edu-
cation, Department of the Imterior.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bhill?

Mr. CRAMTON!. Mr. Speaker, I have made some effort to get
information as fo what the repair and furnishing of this build-
ing will cost the Department of the Interior. Not having been
able to get satisfactory information as to that, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill be passed over to-day without prejudice;

. we had no hesitancy in unanimously reporting the bill.
' the gentleman from Michigan will not objeet.

Mr, SUTHERLAND. Mr, Speaker, I hope the gentleman will
withdraw his objection. I will try to give him the information
he desires,

Mr. CRAMTON. 1If the gentleman can state definitely how:
much it will cost to repair the building and furnish it for the
purposes desired, I shall be interested in hearing it, and for that
purpose I will reserve the right to object.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I can not give the gentleman definite
figures. It simply means the transfer of the building originally
constructed as a detention hospital at Nome to be used as a
ris;(lience for the teachers employed in the Bureau of Education
at Nome,

Mr. CRAMTON. T made some effort to get information be-
fore my statement here. I asked the Bureau of Education in
the Department of the Interior, and they said it would eost
nothing for the repair of the building, which manifestly could
not be correct, They could not say how much it would cost
for the furniture.

They said they had the money available for furniture in the
appropriation bill that we have just passed. An examination
of the estimates furnished and of the hearings develops that
there appears ta be no fund available for buying furniture, but
their estimate was at least $1,000 for repairs. That, of course,
is a vague statement. The transfer of the building may be a
good thing, but I think for the present, until we know some-
thing about what the department expect to pay, and until they
can give us direct information that does not conflict with other
facts and fignres which they have presented, I shall have to
object, but I am willing to have the bill go over without
prejudice.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I want to state that up
in that section of the country the teachers of the Bureau of
Education have no elaborate furniture or elaborate houses: to.
live in. In fact, they live under almost primitive conditions.
This is a well-constructed, warm building, divided, as I under-
stand, info rooms suitable for their occupsmey, and they wounld’
like to be able to repair it this summer so that they can oecupy
it this winter.

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield? :

; l\llq'r. SUTHERLAND. I yield to the gentleman from Ken-
ucky.

Mr. LANGLEY. For the information of the gentleman from
Michigan I wish to say that while we did not know exactly
how much would be invelved we did know that it would not
be a large amount, and the main purpose of the bill met wit
the hearty approval of every member of thie committee, so tha
I hope

Mr. CRAMTON. As far as the main purpese of the bill is
concerned I probably agree with the gentleman; but if the de-
partment has gone into the matter they sheuld have some
estimate of cost available, which they apparently have not as
yet. This is a House bill.. After it passes the House it willl
have to pass the other body, and there is reason to believe:
that there is legislation before the other body that will occupy:
its attention for some time; so I do not think any damage will
be done if this bill gees over for a week or two. I therefore
ask unanimous consent that the bill go over without prejudiece.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that the bill go over without prejudice. Is there
objection?

There was no objection,

MONUMENT TO FRANCIS SCOTT KEY.

The SPEAKER. The Chair by virtue of the authority vested
in him appoints as the commiftee fo attend the dedication of
the monument to Francis Seott Key in Baltimore next week
Mr. Mupp, Mr. Bragexey, Mr. Hror, Mr, LantaIcuMm, and' Mr.,
GOLDSBORGFGH.

BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO EIVER NEAR STEUBENVILLE, OHIO.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R, 11646) authorizing the construction of a
bridge across the Ohio River near Steubenville, Ohio.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKHER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Col:freaa is hereby granted to
the Steubenville & f’ittshurgh Bridge Co. a their successors and as-
signs to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto
across the Ohilo lilver, at or near the north city limits of the city of
Steubenville, Ohio, in accordance with. the. provisions of the act en-
titled "‘An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable
waters," approved March 23, 1906,
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Sge. 2. That this aet shall be null :and ~void unless ‘the construe-
tlen of said bridge s eommenced within two years and completed
within five years from the date of the approval hereof.

Bec. 8. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was aeccordingly read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. Gragam of Illinois a motion to recon-
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on ‘the
table.

DAWSONSPRINGS (KY.) SANATORIUM.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 11588) to amend an act entitled “An act
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to provide hospital
and sanatorium facilities for discharged gick and disabled
goldiers, sailors, and marines.”

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, this
is a rather important matter, and I doubt whether it should be
taken up by unanimous consent.

Mr. KINCHELOH. I feel sure that if the gentleman knows
the facts he will not object. The gentleman will remember that
when the original act was passed providing for the sanatorium
at Dawsonsprings, Ky., it provided that the land should be
deeded to the Government free of charge by the people. While
the bill was pending the citizens down there began fo .get
options on this land. The Treasury Department afterwards
demanded 5,000 acres. Before the bill finally became a law
some of these options had expired.

The money was raised and the State legislature supplemented
the amount by an appropriation of $40,000. The balance of
the money is now in the bank ready to be paid to the balance
of the landowners., The hospital has been completed, but there
are a few landowners since the option expired who are trying
to held up the citizens and get.fabulous prices for the land.
Under the original act the Secretary of the Treasury had not
the right to institute condemnation proceedings, I have ‘a
letter from the United States district attorney there saying
that he will have to institute proceedings, but can not do it
until the original act is amended. I took the matter up with
the Department of Justice and submitted this amendment to
them and they approved it, as did also the Treasury Depart-
ment. The money is now in the bank, and it is only a question
of giving the Secretary of the Treasury the right to call on the
Department of Justice to exercise the right of eminent domain.
It will all be done without any expense to the Government,
because the money is awaiting final action.

Mr, WALSH. That is the intention, of course.

Mr. KINCHELOE. That is what the bill provides, and
the money is in the bank.

Mr., WALSH. Assuming that the condemnation proceedings,
which no one can tell what the jury may assess, condemns it
at a price greater than the money available for the payment of
the 5,000 acres. How is the situation going to result?

Mr. KINCHELOE. They will have to raise more money.

Mr. WALSH. Why not raise the money and buy the land?

Mr. KINCHELOE. The money has been raised and is avail-
able to buy the land.

Mr. "WALSH. I doubt whether the Government ought to
establish a precedent of condemning land for the purpose of
letiing some one else pay for it.

AMr, KINCHELOE, I will say to the gentleman that under’

the section 9881, volume 10, of the compiled statutes, is where
I got the authority for my amendment. I will be glad to
ghow it to the gentleman. It was in connection with rivers and
harbors.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman feel assured that the
condemmation proceedings which would be instituted and the
award that would be made will be within the amount of money
available under the act of the State legislature?

Mr. KINCHELOE. I will say that I think it will not only
be sufficient, but I think there will be an ample amount left
when it is done,

Mr, WALSH, How many tracts of land does this affect?

AMr. KINCHELOE, But very few, as I understand. It is
nearly all settled up. After the citizens donated all they were

able to, they then went to the legislature and asked for an ap-

propriation sufficient to take care of all emergencies. It is a
question for the Treasury Department and the Department of
Justice in order to clear this up. The hospital is completed.

Mr. LANGLEY. I want to say to the gentleman that the
sentiment is so strongly in faver of the institution, and they
are so anxious to make it a great success, that it will act as
a deterrent to any tendency to give too high an award.

Mr, WALSH. Yes; but the jury will not come from Daw-
sonsprings. This will be in the United States court. :

Mr. KINCHELOE. Yes.

Mr. LANGLEY. Let me say that I was at Frankfort the
other day and there was no question about that. This matter
was under consideration by the State legislature. Governor
Morrow investigated the matter, and there was no question by
anybody as to the award coming within the appropriation.

Mr. WALSH. How much land have they acquired? '

Ar. KINCHELOE. T ecan not say; there are only a few tracts
left. In reference to the statement that it will be tried in the
Ifxlg_deral court I want to say that it will be tried at Owensboro,

Mr. GREEN of Jowa. The Government will be made liable,
mli;ilr. KINCHELOH. No; the Government will not be made
e.

Mr. WALSH. Not unless the Legislature of Kentucky should
repeal the act.

Mr. KINCHELOE. The Legislature of Kentucky has ad-
journed, and it has biennial sessions.

Mr. BURTON. I want to say that there is a precedent for
this. I believe I drew the act to which the gentleman from
Kentucky has made reference. There may be cases come up
in the future in which the owners will charge exorbitant prices,
and it will be utterly impossible to obtain the land for public
improvement within the bounds of reason unless by such a
method as this. I remember the case arose in reference to
rivers and harbors.

Mr. KINCHELOHR. It was a river and harbor statute.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, in view of the explanation and
the precedent, I withdraw the reservation of objection.

'I‘l;e SPEAKHR pro tempore (Mr, Dowgrr). Is there objec-
tion : S

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk reported the bill as follows:

Be it emacted, ete., That subsectlon C of section T of the act en-
titled “An act to authorize the ‘Beeretary of the Treasury to vide
hospital and sanatorinm facilities for discharged sick and bled
scldiers, sallors, and e,"” approved , 1919, be amended by
adding at the end thereof a new sentence to read as follows : “Provided,
That whenever any person, company, or €0 tion, municipal or pri-
wvate, shall undertake or shall have undertaken to secure any land or
easement therein, which in the opinion of the Becretary of the Treasury
is needed for the site of or in connection with the proper and con-
venient eomstruction, maintenace, and operation of such sanatorlum for
the purpose of conveylng the same to the United Btates free of cost
and shall be unable for any reason to obtain the same by purchase and
acquire a valid title thereto, the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his
discretion, cause proceedings to be instituted in the name of the United
Btates for the acquirement by condemnation of gaid land or easement,
and it shall be the dug of the Attorney General of tle United States
to institute and conduct such proceedings upon the request of the Sec-
retury of the Treasury : Provided further, That all expenses of said pro-
ceedings and any award that may be made thereunder shall be paid
by the said person, company, or corporation, to secure which payment
the Becretary of the Treasury may e the sald person, company,
or corporation to execute a proper bond in such amount as he may deem
necessary before said proceedings are commenced.”

WWith the following committee amendments:

Page 2, line 4, strike out the word * sanatorim ™ and insert the word
“ ganatorium.”

Page 2, line 8, strike out the words “in the name of the United
States for the acquirement” and insert in lieu thereof the words * to
acquire such land or easement for the United States.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the committee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Clerk
will correct the spelling of the word “approved,” in line 6,

page 1.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engressed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. KiNncHELOE, & motion to reconsider the vobte
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

LEAVES OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as
follows:

To Mr. GoopYroonTz, for one week, on account of important
business.

To Mr. MonTaAgUE, for two days, 'on account of important
business,

To Mr. DoverToN (at the request of Mr. Buvnwiskie) for
five days, on aecount of important business.

To Mr. Tavyror of Tennessee, for two weeks, on account of
important business,
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ADJOURNMENT,

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and
50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tues-
day, June 6, 1922, at 12 o'clock noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Committee on Rules. S, Con.
Res. 23. A concurrent resolution creating a joint committee to
determine the indebtedness of the United States to the Distriet
of Columbia or of the District of Columbia to the United States
growing out of relations existing since the organic act of 1878;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1066). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10191)
granting a pension to Anna P, McCUroskey, and the same was re-

« ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 11901) authorizing the con-
struction of a bridge across the Ohio River to connect the city
of Benwood, W. Va., and the city of Bellaire, Ohio; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. KISSEL: A bill (H. R. 11902) designating the daisy
as the national flower of the United States; to the Committee
on the Library.

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 11903) to authorize and
direct the Secretary of War to sell to Henry Ford nitrate plant
No. 1 at Sheffield, Ala.; nitrate plant No. 2 at Muscle Shoals,
Ala.; Waco Quarry, near Russellville, Ala.; and to lease to the
corporation to be incorporated by him Dam No. 2 and Dam No. 3
(as designated in H, Doe. 1262, 64th Cong., 1st sess.), including
power stations, when constructed, as provided herein, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 11904) authorizing the aceept-
ance of the proposal of Henry Ford for the completion and leas-
ing of the dams and hydroelectric plants at Muscle Shoals, and
for the purchase of nitrate plant No. 1, nitrate plant No. 2, the
Waco Quarry, and the interest of the Government in the Gorgas
Warrior River steam plant, all in the State of Alabama. dated
May 31, 1922; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 11905) to provide for
the establishment of the Supreme Court for the Territory of
Alaska, imposing additional duties on the district Jjudges; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. JAMES: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 343) authoriz-
ing the Secretary of War to loan cots, mattresses, and blankets
for the use of the American Legion at the State encampment to
be held in Iron Mountain, Mich., in July, 1922; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MADDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 344) to
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to detail four persons
paid from the appropriation for the collection of customs; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HOGAN: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 60)
providing for the compiling, printing, and binding of 1.000.000
copies of the official records of the United States in the war
with Germany ; to the Committee on Printing.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (I. R. 11906) grant-
ing a pension to Spencer E. Graves; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11907) granting a pension to Barbara
Bever; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CONNOLLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11908)
granting a pension to Frederick ¢, Oulahan; to the Committee
on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11909) authorizing the reinstatement of
Frank C. Meade as first lieutenant in the Regular Army; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ENUTSON: A bill (H. R. 11910) granting a pension
to Joseph D. Thompson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MICHAELSON: A bill (H. RR. 11911) for the relief of
John C. Carlson; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11912) for the relief of K, A, Bergstrom;
to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. MICHENER : A bill (H. R. 11913) granting a pension
to Lucy Ann Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11914) granting a Dension to Nellie Pettit ;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 11915) for the relief of
Harrison Nysewander; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PATTERSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11916) grant-
ing a pension to Hanna C. Seward ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 11917) granting a pension to Elizabeth
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 11918) granting an increase
of pension to Celesta Lamme; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 11919) granting a pen-
sion to William E. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R, 11920) granting a pension to
James R. Daniel; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11921) granting a pension to Henry Gar-
field Clemons ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H. R. 11922) granting a pension
to William H. Poindexter; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11923) for the
relief of Earl Mankin; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11924) granting an increase
of pension to Tillie Wester ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, TREADWAY : A bill (H. R. 11925) granting a pension
to Mary L, Dill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 11926) for the relief of
the Staples Transportation Co,, of Fall River, Mass.: to the
Committee on Claims,

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 11927) for the relief of Anna
Volker; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. MACGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res. 361) to pay
Harry J. Hunt for additional services; to the Committee on
Accounts.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

5902, By the SPEAKER (by request) : Resolutions adopted
by the Union Evangelical Church of Three Rivers, Mass., urging
the United States to assure protection to the Armenians; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5903. By Mr. CULLEN : Petition of Henry Ford, for the com-
pletion and leasing of Muscle Shoals; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs,

5804. Also, resolution adopted by the members of Group
VIII, New York State Bankers' Association, urging the reap-
pointment of Mr. Harding to the position of governor of the
Federal Reserve Board; to the Commitiee on Banking and
Currency.

5905, By Mr. GALLIVAN : Petition of Private Soldiers and
Sailors’ Legion of the United States of America, urging that the
Muscle Shoals plant be leased to Henry Ford; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

5906. By Mr, KAHN : Resolution by the Native Sons of the
Golden West, San Francisco, Calif., petitioning that all regula-
tions permitting concessions to be granted for educational, re-
ligious, or charitable purposes include patriotic purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

5907, Also, resolution by the Native Sons of the Golden West,
San Francisco, Calif., opposing the immigration and eolonization
by Japanese and other Asiatics in California; to the Commitiee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

5908. By Mr, KISSEL: Petition of the United Chemical
Works, New York City, relative to the pending tariff bill; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

5909, Also, petition of Aspegren & Co. (Inc.), New York City,
relative to the pending tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

5910. By Mr. LEA of California: Petition signed by 185 citi-
zens of Healdsburg, Calif., protesting against the passage of
Sunday legisiation bills; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.
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5911. By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of New York Gity!
in mass meeting assembled in Madison Square Garden, pledging
their moral and financial support to maintain the republic of
Ireland and wrging the United States to take certain steps rela-
tive thereto; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5912, By Mr. SINCLAIR : Petitions of the Business and Pro-
fessional Women's Club and Kiwanis Club of Devils Lake,
N. Dak., protesting against the repeal of section 416 of the
trunsportation act of 1920 and against other adverse railroad
legislation ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

5913. By Mr. SPEAKS: Papers to accompany House bill
11809 ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

SENATE.

Tursoax, June 6, 1922.
{Le:qi.slativs day of Thursday, April 20, 1922).

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
Ir CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of &
& the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the
* he reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Borah Frelinghuysen McKinley Sheppard
Broussard Gooding MeLean Simmons
Calder Hale MeNary Bmith
Cameron Harris ers Smoot
Capper Harrison Neison neer
Caraway Heflin Newberry Sterlin

Colt Johnson Nicholson Butherland
Cniberson Jones, N. Mex, Norris anson
Cummins Jones, Wash, Oddie Townsend
Curtis Kello, Overman Underwood
Dinl Kendrick Pa Walsh, Mass,
Dillingham Keyes Phipps Walsh, Mont.
du Pont Ladd Pitman Watson, Ga
Edge La Follette Poindexter Watson, Ind.
Fernald MeCormick Ransdell illiams
France MeCumber Rawson Willis

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-four Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a quorum present,
CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION AT RIO DE JANEIRO.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, some time ago the Senate
passed a joint resolution (S. J. Res, 173), which went to the
House, and some slight changes were made in the phraseology
in the House. It is a joint resolution authorizing the President
to appoint a commission to represent the Government of the
United States at the centennial celebration of the independence
of Brazil to be held at Rio de Janeiro in September next. The
State Department is anxious that the matter be passed upon. I
understand that the joint resolution has passed the House and
has been returned to the Semate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that
the joint resolution has not been returned from the House.

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well. I shall have to wait until it
comes over,

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. NELSON presented a resolution adopted by the officers of
the Ladies’ Aid Society, Presbyterian Church, of Elbow Lake,
Minn,, favoring the granting of relief to the suffering peoples
of Armenia, which was referred fo the Committee on Foreign
Relations,

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by Farmers'
Union, Local No. 492, of Tipton, Kans., protesting against the
passage of the so-called Jones-Greene ship subsidy bill, which
was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. JONES of Washington presented.a petition of sundry citi-
zens of Dalkena and Newport, Wash., praying for the enactment
of legislation reviving the United States Graim ‘Corporation so
as to stabilize prices of certain farm products, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Central Wash-
ington Presbytery, at Naches, Wash., favoring the enactment of
legislation providing for Sunday observance in the District of
Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Seattle Preshy-
tery, Presbyterian Church at Seattle, Wash,, and the Central
Washington Presbytery at Naches, Wash., favoring amendments
‘to the Censtitution providing for uniform marriage and divorce
laws and probibiting polygamy, which were referred to the

~f

Committee on the Judiciary.

PUBLICATION OF SUPREME COURT REPORTS.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I report back from the Com-
mitiee on the Judiciary with amendments the bill (H. R. 11450)
to provide for the printing and distribution of the Supreme
Court Reports and amending sections 225, 228, 227, and 228 of
the Judicial Code. On account of the urgency and importance
of the matfer I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill.
I will make a brief statement, so that the Senate may under-
stand what is involved.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the Senator allow the bill to be
read first for information?

Mr, NELSON. Certainly.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
bill for the information of the Senate. ;

The Assistant Secretary read the bill by title.
lenbg.ﬁ UNDERWOOD. I do not care to have the bill read at

Mr. NELSON. I can briefly explain the substance of the bill

Heretofore decisions of the Supreme Court have been printed
under contract with a private publishing company. I think the
last contract was with Banks & Co. That contract expired last
October, There is as yet no provision for publishing the deci-
sions of the court which have been rendered during this session
ofuthe court. The object of the bill is to provide for that publi-
cation,

The Judiciary Committee of the Senate unanimously amended
the bill as it came from the House so &8 to provide that the re-
ports shall be printed and distributed by the Government Print-
ing Office. Heretofore the reporter of the Supreme Court has
had partly a salary and partly some perquisites through the
publisher. Last year under that arrangement his compensation
amounted to $9,700 net, Under the bill as we have amended it
we propose to abolish all perquisites and to give him a salary '
of $8,500 a year, equal to the salary of a circuit judge. He is
also given an allowance of $3,500 a year for clerk hire and
assistance in the work.

The work of the reporter is very important. He has to pre-
pare all syllabi of cases, because they are not prepared by the

| court. He has to revise and verify all citations of authorities.

He has to make abstracts of the briefs of counsel in order to put
them inte the reports. His werk is very important. Under the
bill as we have amended it he will be given a compensation of
about $1,200 less than he received during the past year.

The reports are to be printed at the Government Printing
Office and furnished to the public at cost, whatever the cost
may be. The bill as it came from the House provided that the
Supreme Court should let the publication of the reports on
contract. We eliminated that part of the bill and provided that
the reports should be published at the Govermment Printing
Office. We had an estimate made during the hearings by the
Government Printing Office, and they think the reports can be
published, if I recall correctly, at an average price of about
$1.65 or §1.75 per volume.

In view of the fact that no provision exists for the publica-
tion of the reports now it is very urgent that the bill should
be passed. I am unwilling to take the time of the Senate fur-
ther in explanation of the measure unless some Senator desires
to ask a question.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I think this will prove fo be
4 great saving of money to the Government. The Judiciary Com-
mittee was asked to allow $3 for every copy of a report and
that the reports be printed by contract. We sent down and got
an estimate from the Public Printer as to the probable cost
of the publication of the reports. He said he eould publish them
at $1.65 per volume., It will save money to the lawyers and to
the Government. Imnstead of buying them from the publisher
they can be obtained from the Public Printer at the actual cost.
Not only that, but the printing of the reports will give employ-
ment to those persons at the Printing Office who have to give
up their jobs in summer time and keep these employed on this
work. I have been trying to get this action taken for years.
I am glad that the House has passed the bill, and it ought to be
passed by the Senate without any objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11450) to provide
for the printing and distribution of the Supreme Court Reports
and amending sections 225, 226, 227, and 228 of the Judicial
Code, which had been reported from the Committee on the
Judiciary with amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the
committee amendments.
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